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PREFACE 


The second volume of the Catalogue of English Coins in the 
British Museum, completing . the Anglo-Saxon Series, was 'pub- 
lished in 1893. The retirement of Mr. Keary from the service of 
the Trustees, and the employment of Mr. Grueber on other parts 
of the Collection, explain the delay of twenty-three years between 
that publication and the appearance of the present two volumes. 
These are entirely the work of Mr. George Cyril Brooke, B.A., 
Assistant in the Department. They cover the period of the 
“Norman Kings. 

Comparison with earlier volumes will show that considerable 
modifications have been made in the methods of arranging and 
describing the coins. Special attention has been paid to the 
epigraphical details of the inscriptions, the importance of which 
will be manifest upon a glance at the Epigraphical Table which 
accompanies the work. Special founts have been prepared for the 
inscriptions. Descriptions and illustrations of important coins 
which, are not represented in the National Collection have been 
included from other collections, public or private, making the 
volume for practical purposes a fairly complete work of reference 
on Anglo-Norman coins. In order to add to the clearness of the 
descriptions all extraneous information, relating to provenance 
and similar matters, has been relegated to foot-notes. 

Most important of all is the subordination of the mints to the 
types in the classification ; an arrangement which is justified by 
the great advance which has been made of recent years in fixing 
the chronology of the types. 

The work has been printed by the Clarendon Press, and the 
collotype plates executed by the London Stereoscopic Company. 

I have read the proofs of the whole, and compared the descriptions 
with the coins. 



-English coins were represented in the collections of Sir Robert 
Cotton and Sir Hans Sloane, which formed the nucleus of the 
British Museum at its foundation in 1753, For half a century 
little addition seems to have been made to tho collection. The 
coins from theTyssen collection puichnsed in 1802 did not include 
his Norman pieces, but many of these found their way into the 
Museum through the hands of Bari^ Charles Roberts. The 
magnificent series of English coins belonging to this collector 
was purchased in 1810 for 4,000 guineas. No other acquisition 
approaching this in iropoitance ns regards the English series was 
made for more than a century. The collection of King George HI, 
acquiied m 1825, contained a few Norman coins, und purchases 
were made from time to time at the sales of collections such as 
those of the Duke of Devonshire (1844), the Earl of Pembroke 
(1848), James Dodsley Cuff (1854), Hyman Montagu (1890-7), 
E. TV. Rashleigh (1900), and P. TV. P. Carlyon-Britton (1913). 
At the last moment it has fortunately been possible to include 
in an Appendix fifty-six coins from tho cabinet of the late 
Sir John Evans, although the Norman scries was not strongly 
repiesented in that collection. 

Hoards acquired in part or in their entirety under the law of 
Treasure Trove have also contributed to the Collection. As these 
are fully discussed in the Introduction, it suffices to mention here 
the hoard of many thousand coins found at Beawortli in 1833 ; 
nearly seven hundred of these appear in this Catalogue. 

The present volumes will, it is hoped, bo followed in a few years 
by a Catalogue of the early Plantagenet setics. 

G.. F. J3XTX. 

Keeper of Coins and Medals. 
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ji, 22, no 114 ; p. 36, no. IS" j p. 41, no. 219; p. 67, no 319 (nof Sir Hans Sloane 
coll.) , p. 86, no. 464 , insert »a provenance ‘<V«un C^kc'i mi, it is 
p 33, no. 200, insert as mono) er’s name ' God« i * 
p 82, no. 274, insert as moneytr’s name ‘Stem (S»>\vine 11 
p, 69, no. 307, foi ' Druman ’ read * Diruun'. 
pp 64, 65, nos. 310 2, for monejer’s name read ‘ Ead« i '. 
p, 60, no 349, insert as moneycr's name ‘Godni’. 
p. OS, no. 302, for <(iDfh[cn?V wad 

p, 71. no. SSI, remove to 1VTNCIIC0MBE (cf com from same oLv. dio In T. Bliss 
colL on nlucli mint reads ntu 
p. 72, no. SS5, for ‘Sj;\si|_ne]’ read *Sa>wl SaMvine*)*. 
p. 130, no. 693, for 'Cnvincc' read ‘Cipinec*. 
p, 162, no, 868, for 'yUflion' read ‘jElfheV. 
p. 170, no. 912, for M ! fen * read ‘Xlfeli’. 

p. £21, no. 41, for ' 1M ’ in reicrso Inscription read ‘ft ’, and for ‘jDflicn’read 
‘jElfheli’. 


p. 22S, no. 79, for moneyer's namo read *^I]f»i'. 

p. 230, no. 90, for •BIDIUE ’ read ••©11)1X11’ (ef. p. 403, no. 9 Ca\ 

p. 232, no. 104, insert in proienance •»'. Alien tnle, ISOS, U 3S1\ 

p. 233, no. Ill, for * Edwino’ read ‘Edwi\ 

p. 235, no. 125, insert in provenance ‘ II*. dfleii tali, ISOS, ht S77'. 

p. 237, no. 133, in«ert as moneyer’s namo *Se'vl (Scwine?)’. 

p. 246, no. 190, for ‘Swirlinc’ read ‘Spirlinc*. 

p. 233, no. 227, for 'Smwine or Send' road ‘Seivi (Scwino®) *. 

p. 256, no. 237 , for 1 Swerlinc ’ read » Sperlinc '. 

p. 279, no. 40, for 1 Sworlig?' read ‘Sporlig’. 

P 351, Po. 101, for 'S Dli'roi 
Plot. LX, lor ■()««„ M.liIOa ,nd E««»- „.d ■ SI.pl,,,, 
and dele * Eustace, sou of Steplien (?) ; \ 



INTRODUCTION 


The coinage of the Konnan kings of England 1 follows in 
unbroken sequence that of the Anglo-Saxon kings ; no change 
is introduced in denomination, standard, weight, or form, and 
even officials who held office in the mints of the Confessor 
continued to be responsible for the coinage of the Conqueror. 
In Hormandy William had been alive to the distress caused by 
the continual debasement of the feudal coinages, but his attempts 
to remedy the evil — by substituting a triennial tax for the revenue 
which accrued to him from lowering the standard of the coinage — 
were a failure owing to the heavy loss consequent upon the 
natural outflow of his own better coinage and inflow into his 
dukedom of the baser deniers of neighbouring lords, a loss so 
serious that it quickly led to the closing of his mints. Finding 
in England a currency of high standard, long established and well 
accepted, he had good reason to adopt this, as he did most 
Anglo-Saxon institutions. The only denomination 2 still struck 
for currency was the penny weighing 22§ grains Troy of silver 
of the standard of 11 oz. 2 dwt. of fine silver to 16 dwt. of 
alloy, 3 and fractions of this were still obtained by the elementary 
method of cutting the coin into halves and quarters. The type 
remained as in Anglo-Saxon times : on the obverse was the bust, 
or sometimes the figure, of the king, variously rendered on different 


1 The coinage of the first two, or four, years of Henry II, if any was struck, 
is included, as it seems that Stephen's name continued in use on the coins 
until the reforms of the year 1156 (or 8?). 

* For other monetary denominations in use as moneys of account see below, 
p. clix. 

* There is some doubt about the standard weight and fineness of the penny 
of this and earlier periods; see below, pp. cli ff. 3Ir. H. Syraonds kindly 
informs me that a double assay of a penny of William 1 (from same dies as 
no. 815 below) has produced the results (1) 10 oz. 10 dwt. IS grs., and (2) 10 oz. 
13 dwt. 22grs. For this double result from the same coin cf. yum. Chron., 
1915, pp. 201-2. 
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typra, with Ms name and title round it ; on the reverse was one of 
the many designs, usually with some form of cross as their main 
eature, which seem to have been used without any particular 
meaning and to have been selected at random from the regular 

hi offi , !, CnSraVer; ™” d 0,6 desi Sn ‘he name of 

I twlr TT'”" ° r ‘ moneyer V who was responsible 
miM at , nT S “ PUritJ ° f the <“1 name of the 

::r w,uot h ° -> conp,in g j 

hy moneyers on receipt of tLl ' * bn » lbat Payments were made 
tmnio monetu rtnavatur nr " qm ' u!o moncl “ veHdatur, 
successively issued Z «» 

known. From the £££££, *"* ° f «■ not 
know that the change of tvnc ^ T^® 7 “ en tloned above we 

*>» king'hy his mteXTnot ; ‘T?™ ° £ ‘ ™ 
to suppose that a scheme of tar r b ° PS ^ th “ r m °“ e y«s, bat 

“ *» ««— cause and^T £ T * ‘" e *"»" 
Oder to make moneyers pay the nnwh ‘ he “ 

a tax at the same time would be 7 ° f D0W di « and 

— — ™ - trem ely eipenaise form of 

, “ e ,jeI °v, rp. cjitg. 

p. uOJZ™7 k ;* m '- C ’" m ■ PP » =*vi K 

fora, of »“hoam sa , u “**• A statement made ®H„ 

each tjrerequijTh 1 ',,?"" ‘ Tk ' a ijelent 5T" “ S ,KJ “‘•'easing 


changes for somTspecS” 6 ' 14 ° r . ^S^ation of' deri^°i ? ? Continental 
c»e; the , bei^'oTr 1 erilI “‘ St’tS 1 "■teotionat 

expect closely similar 1 dlst,B S>mh one tyre f*. COntra O - i» the 


* Domesday, I, fl j 
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tax-collecting, nor could there be any necessity for changing the 
type in order to mark a period of taxation; on the other hand, 
given a periodical change of types necessary for some other purpose, 
then the purchase of the .new dies was a natural and convenient 
opportunity at which to collect the moneyers’ fees. It seems 
possible to explain these successive types as marking periods of 
control of the output of the mint, that is to say, to find a parallel 
in the change of mint-marks of a later date, and to assume a 
periodical Mint Assay, similar to the Trial of the Pyx, which 
would necessitate some mark on the coinage, if not a complete 
change of type, for the purpose of certifying to the Assayers that 
the coins they assayed were those of the latest issue and not of an 
issue already tested. This was the purpose of the mint-marks 
which were changed at the Trials of the Pyx. 1 The date of the 
institution of the Trial- of the Pyx is not known, the earliest 
recorded trial being of the fifth year of Edward I ; 2 a similar 
trial, though not actually called a Trial of the Pyx, is described 
of the thirty-second year of Henry III, which shows that an assay 
of this sort was in existence, while it was still the practice to 
put the moneyers* names on the coins. Some such trial seems to 
have been necessary to complete the control of the mint. The issue 
of dies from London to the moneyers guarded against the cutting 
of false inscriptions on the dies though it did not prevent some 
moneyers from changing or erasing inscriptions on their dies, 5 

1 Cf., in Ruding, Annals, vol. ii, p. 262, the indenture of Edward IY showing 
the object of the mint-marks. In the period intervening between the regular 
change of type and the issue of mint -marks, the reigns of Henry II to Henry VI 
inclusive, it is possible that small privy marks were used. Thns on the gold 
coinage of Edward III (see 2Tum. Citron., 1911, pp. 313-tty annoJef or saltire 
stops, a Larred or unbarred A. and similar small differences were evidently 
used as definite marks to distinguish issues of different periods, and may 
perhaps have had the same significance as the types of the Norman period and 
the mint-marks of the fifteenth to the seventeenth centuries; similarly in the 
short-cross coinage of King John Hr. Lawrence ha3 shown, in a paper to he 
published shortly iu the British Xumismatic Journal, that the letter S was 
reversed on all coins of a certain period (Hr. Lawrence’s classes IV and V a), 
evidently with some deliberate purpose on the part of the mint authorities. 

! See H. Symonds, Jfint-mnlr, f^e., of James 1 (Brit. yum. Jourtt., vol. ix), 
p. 209. * See below, pp. cxlix ff. 
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ana the engraving o£ the reverse die with the moneyer’s name 
must have led to the conviction of the moneyer on the discovery of 
a coin of impure standard or low weight ; hut that would be no safe- 
fmard without some method of finding untrue coins. Legislation 
against striking coins outside a town 1 * probably served the double 
purpose of defence against an enemy and control over the coinage. 
The supposition of a periodical Mint Assay would explain a 
periodical change of types ; but this is mere supposition, and the 
organization of the mint at this early period must remain obscure. 
It is not possible to see in the change of types any connexion 
with legal tender. 4 It would only be possible for the types to 
mark legal tender if one type only were allowed in currency. 
But this was clearly not the case, for in hoards large numbers 
of coins of more than one type are very frequently found : in 
the Tamworth find, for example, coins were found of three con- 
secutive types to the number of 30, 97, and 164 respectively, that i3 
to say, if one type only were legal tender, the owner of the hoard 
while collecting his 164 current pennies was impoverishing himself 
by keeping in his possession 127 coins which were no longer legal 
tender. If a definite number of types, more than one, were 
allowed in currency and previous types declared false tender, the 
public would be assumed to have the almost impossible knowledge 
of the order in which the types had been issued. 3 Similarly, the 


1 Great ley Synod, Liebennann, Gtsetze, vol. i, pp. 158-9 (14). 

* A’«w. Chnn., 1901, pp. 35-6, and Brit. Rum. Joum , vol. riii, pp. 113-4. 
On Mr. Andrew’* showing the Shillington find would prove that the tender, 
having been limited by the first type of William II and again by the second of 
Henry I, was later thrown open, and types as far back as the last of William I 
—types, that is, which had already been withdrawn and bad therefore, 
presumably, ceased to exist— were restored to circulation. The fact that no 
two profile types occur in find* of Nonnan coins may he explained by the 

rarity of profile type* in periods of whieh finds are common (e.g. William I), 

mid the rarity of find* of periods in which profile types are common (e.g. 


vr ™ '",7 m/ *‘ “• “4 °f lie reign of William I type* V, 
YI.™ andYHI of ha ruga .ere legal trade,, then the man in the street 
“=■ p '"r •/ type IV noma hare to know hj Sentinel that it .a. 

‘ he ksl f0 " *n»« «' for there u nothing on the coin 
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suggestion that the issue of a type with the bust in profile marked 
a limit of legal tender is untenable for the same reason. A profile 
type, for example, is tho second (or possibly third) of the reign of 
Henry X, and the next profile issue is his sixth type ; on the issue 
of type VI, therefore, type I would be no longer legal tender, yet 
a man receiving a coin of type I could not bo expected to know 
whether it was issued before or after type II; there is nothing 
on the coin to show the period of its issue, and man’s memory 
can hardly cover a period of ten years or more in a subject of 
the technicalities of which he is quito ignorant, to say nothing 
of the difficulty arising on tho issuo of a type in three-quarter face 
such as the second and fifth types of Stephen. Finds of coins 
seem to show that there was no limit of tender at this period, 
or, if any, a very long one; the St. Mary Hill Church find, for 
example, contained no fewer than eleven types, and the Shillington 
find covered an even longer period (see pp. lii-liii). Nor could 
there he any reason for limiting the legal tender at a period when 
the purity and good weight of the coinage was maintained, unless 
it were to stop the circulation of worn and clipped coins; but 
these would probably find their way automatically to the melting- 
pot even if measures were not taken, as they may have been, to 
get them returned. At periods when we know the legal tender to 
have been limited, we also find that the frequent changes of type 
were abandoned ; thus, on the issue of the * short-cross ' coinage 
by Hemy II all previous issues were put out of currency, and 
this ‘short-cross' typo continued until it was in its turn put 
out of currency at the introduction of the ‘long-cross’ type by 
Henry III. 

The approximate arrangement of the types in the order in which 
they were struck is possible by means of the combined evidence to 
be obtained from Finds of coins, ‘ Overstruck ’ coins, * Mules and 
Epigrnphical data. 

In the following pages the types are described by the numbers 
in the plates of Hawkins’s Silver Coins (Hks. 233, &c.) and by 
descriptive names (‘ Profile — Cross fleury ’ type, &c.). 
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Finds or Coins. 

(See Table of Finds.) 

TUe importance of finds lies in the grouping of types which 
occur in the same find; but for the evidence thus obtained to be of 
primary value it is necessary for the hoard to contain a considerable 
number of coins and for the whole hoard to have been adequately 
described at the time of its discovery. A glance at the Table of 
Finds will show that the Malmesbury find of 1828 is an example 
of a thoroughly unsatisfactory find ; we do not know of how many 
coins it consisted, but thirteen only are described, twelve of which 
belong to one type and one to another ; similar is the Shillington 
hoard, oE which we have the most ineagre information, A contrast 
is seen in the Beaworth, Tamwortli, and Watford finds, in which 
there is no doubt that the vast majority, probably all, of the coins 
discovered belong to the types described; in theso examples, 
therefore, one cannot lightly abandon the evidence of tho grouping 
of types which they afford, whereas in the former examples the 
evidence of the finds can only be accepted in confirmation of 
evidence from other sources or at least in the absence of any 
conflicting evidence. Again, if a hoard contains a large number 
of coins, and every coin discovered in it is known to have been 
described, the evidence, though very strong, is not absolutely 
conclusive that the types of the hoard form a group ; a stray coin 
or two of an earlier period than the rest is quite likely to be 
present, as was the case in the Colchester find of 1002, which 
contained two pennies of Henry X and one of Stephen, with about 
11,000 of the ‘short-cross’ issue (Henry II to Henry III); but 
such stray coins are not usually very apt to mislead. The more 
dangerous form of hoard, which is fortunately rare, is a hoard 
which has lain dormant for a time and been increased at a later 
period. There are obvious reasons why such a hoard may be made: 
a man may bury his savings before going away for military service 
or on any other business, recover his hoard on his return, add to it 
and bury it again on leaving home a second time; or a portion 
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Edwanl Confessor, Hks. 219, P. C. B. 1 VI . . i 

>. »» Hks. 223, P. C. B. XI . .77 

Harold, Ilks. 230 152 

„ Hks. 231 

William I, nks. 233, ‘Profile— Cross Fleury ’ type . 22 
Total 259 

The complete hoard seems to have been described. 

Torh Find (1845). ! Discovered in digging out the foundation 
of a house near Jubhergate. About COO coins were said to have 
been found, of which Hawkins saw 167; these were- 

Edward Confessor, type not described . 1 

William I, nks. 231, ‘Bonnet 'type . " 1C5 

» * with profile head’ • I 

Total 167 

He says that there was one penny of William with a profile head, 
but he did not see it and was not able to say what was its tvpc ; 
from a comparison with all the other find, in which coin's of 
dhara were discovered with coins of the Confessor we may 

neory C 'type *** ° f HtS ’ 233 ’ Profile-Cross 

Co“and W^’' ^Tn^fa numteof wtari 

srs.v : 

— — 

Edward Confessor, Hks. 225 and ‘03 C R COil ” ° f 

S0De 0t and coin, of Wiffiam J • In, 

imam 1, Profile— Cross Fleniy’, 


I *"• rami” '123"”“““”“ “ X,m - a ">" . 1905, pp. 1 79 ff. 

'ZZsisc&s-,. 

*>9, P.219, a 
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‘Bonnet*, and ‘Canopy’ types {Hks. 233, 234, 236); Hies. 234 and 
236 predominating. 

St. Mary Mill Church Find 1 (1774). Near the church of St. Mary 
Hill, London, was found at about fourteen or fifteen feet below 
the level of the street an earthen vessel containing coins, and 
within the vessel was another smaller one of crucible shape 
which also contained coins and a gold brooch. The number of the 
coins that were found is not known ; between 300 and 400 were 
examined, and of these the majority were of Edward Confessor 
(P. C.B. VI to XI inclasivc and a mule of VII x VIII) ; of Harold II 
thirty-one moneyers and twenty-two mints were represented, some 
coins having the sceptre and others not ; of William I the * Profile — 
Cross Fleury ’, ‘Bonnet’, ‘Canopy* and ‘Two Sceptres* types 
(Hks. 233, 234, 236, 237) were present, and also a curious mule 
with obverse of an unusual variety of the ‘Canopy’ type and 
reverse of the ‘Two Sceptres’ type;- there were many cut half- 
pennies and farthings. 

City of London Find 3 (1872). Said to have contained nbout 
7,000 coins, of which over 2,800 were examined and described by 
E. H. Willett in Kum. Chron., 1870, and nearly 300 were described 
later in Film. Chron., 1883, by Sir John Evans. The hoard contained 
a few coins of /Etbclrcd II, Cnut, Harold I, and Harthacnut; a 
very large majority or the coins described (2.7C8 out of 2,829 in 
Willett's and nloijt 430 in Evans’s list) were of Edward Confessor, 
including all tho types of liis reign except the rare so-called 
1 Harthacnut * type ; 4 the few remaining English coins of the find 
were of Harold II and William I ; two foreign coins both figured 
in iVttm. Chron., 1876, PI. X. 8, 9, are described, one as a coin 
of Magnus, which should be attributed to Svend Estridsen (1047- 
1073), s the other as an uncertain eleventh-century German coin, 


* Arckatolorfia, voL iv, pp. 33G fT. 

* Nowinthellnnterun Collection. Seebelow, pp.xxxir,43,and PL VIII. II. 

* .V| Itn. Chnm n 187C, pp. S23 ft, and op. r!t., I?£3, pp. 234 IT. 

* .Yum. Chrv 1903, PL VII. 1. 

* Cf. Hanberjr, HyntfirhoM oy Udmyntainjtr f Dattmari, PI. VIII. G. 

h 2 
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The two following finds contain coins of William with coins of 
Henry : 

Shillington Find 1 (187*1). Discovered by workmen in the 
neighbourhood of Shillington (Bedfordshire). Probably upwards 
of 250 coins were found, contained in a small jar with herring- 
bone ornament. About one-third of them were examined ; the 
types represented were, of William: ‘Paxs’ (Hks. 241) one coin 
only, * Profile ’ (Hks. 244), ‘ Cross in Quatrefoil ' (Hks. 246), * Cross 
voided’ (Hks. 250), and ‘Crosses Patt^e and Fleury ’ (Hks. 247); 2 
and of Henry: ‘Quatrefoil and Piles’ (Hks. 252) and one other 
type undescribed. 

Bermondsey Find 3 (c. 1820). Thirteen pennies found by work- 
men sinkiug For the foundation of a house : 

William, ‘Cross in Quatrefoil’ type (Hks. 246) . . . 3 coins 

„ ‘Cross Voided' type (Ilks. 250 and 249). . . 5 „ 

Henry I, ‘Annulets’ type (Hks. 251, one omitting the annulets) 5 „ 

Total 13 „ 

This set of finds, which comprises discoveries of coins of William 
alone and of coins of William with coins of Henry, contains two 
hoards of considerable importance found at Beaworth and Tamworth. 
These two hoards overlap each other in the ‘Paxs’ type, which 
represents a very large proportion of the Beaworth and a small 
proportion of the Tamworth. As this is the only overlapping type, 
it must be considered as the latest type represented in one hoard 
and the earliest in the other; from the proportionate number of 
coins of the type in the two finds, it should probably be placed as 
the last type of the Beaworth and as the first of the Tamworth 
find. The ‘Two Stars’ (Hks. 238) and ‘Sword’ (Hks. 243) types 


1 Xum. Chron., 1871, pp. 227-8. See above, p. xrii, and below, pp. xriv, liL 

1 Not described in Vnni. Chron., 1871, but thi3 type is represented among 
tbe coins of thi3 find which were presented to the Library of Trinity College, 
Cambridge. See Brit. Xum. Joum ^ vol. ii, pp. 103-9. 

* JYw»i. Chron., 1546, p. 170. 
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of tlio ‘Paxs’ type only; of the other types he gives the varieties 
of readings on the coins, from which it appears that he only saw 
one com of each variety; the numbers given above are based 
on tin, supposition, which is confirmed by his statement that Urc 
total number of corns was about 6,500, Mr. Andrew,- following 
ajor Carlyon-Britton'a local information that the lore contained 
from 8,000 to 0,000 pennies, conjectures from this and other 
arguments that the hoard was originally one of the donations of 
sra marks °f gold,, which, the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle tell, us, 

sod The ,n ,. ( 1087 . diatri,mt “ 1 “> monasteries for hi, father’s 
soul. The condition of tire coin, and (he unusually high proportion 
of coins of the latest of the types aha tnw r. , , 
at the rini-n ti , . , . 18 vT° presumably ill issue 

tt°; r t, - c 

and his friends later, „ nd ho^het" “r by ,lim 

at scarcely less than 12 000 Tl c,l " n!llM u '° total number 
tells ns of the donations' t All "lo-Savon Chronicle 

of the loss of .m-tTof u m0 " “ ” 1,0 “* 
neeting this hoard with tl ""i' n ° r . ” lllCrc anj ’ rca50n for con- 
the find equivalent ThcreTs 0n “ ll0n ’ CVen " cr ° tho nn 'ount of 

exceptional that „ cause must J oundlr * ^ " 

,onM lor >t being amassed. 

J.an\U'orlh Find* (1877) TV 

witli the Board Schools at Tnm . CrC( l ^ ur * n S wor k in connexion 
Aupe were found about 300 cob, ' F “ ' WXOt 

° «■' «nurmder„red^'L° a,r ^ “ W 

‘Paxs* type (Hks. 241) 

Profile* type (Dks. 244) . ’ 30 coins 

Mules of preceding and follL- \ * * OT „ 

~ Total 294 ' 

■ ~ ” 

■ A ”» ran,,.. ,877. pp ’. "o"" 10 '"»« therefore co„t lin 8.G40 pe „ nie ». 
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The two following finds contain coins of William with coins of 
Henry: 

Shiltinyton Find 1 (1871). Discovered by workmen in the 
neighbour! lood of Shillington (Bedfordshire). Probably upwards 
of 250 coins were found, contained in a small jar witli herring- 
bone ornament. About one-third of them were examined ; the 
types represented were, of William : 1 Faxs ’ (Hks. 241) one coin 
only, * Profile’ (Ilks. 244), ‘Cross in Quatrefoil’ (Hks. 240), 'Cross 
voided’ (Hks. 250), and ‘Crosses Pntt£e and Flcury* (Ilks. 247); 2 
and of Ilcnty: ‘Quatrefoil and Piles’ (Hks. 252) and one other 
type undescribed. 

Bermondsey Find* (c. 1820). Thirteen pennies found by work- 
men sinking for the foundation of a house ; 

William, ' Cro*s la Quatrefoil ’ type (Hks. 210) . . .3 coins 

M ‘Cross Voided’ type (Hks. 250 and 219). . . C „ 

Henry I, ‘Annulets’ type (Hks. 251, one omitting the annulets) 5 „ 

Total 13 „ 

This set of finds, which comprises discoveries of coins of William 
alone and of coins of William with coins of Henry, contains two 
hoards of considerable importance found at BeaworthnndTamworth. 
These two hoards overlap each other in tho ‘ Paxs ’ type, which 
represents a very large proportion of the Beaworth and a small 
proportion of tho Tiunwortli. As this is the only overlapping type, 
it must Ik* considered as tho latest type represented in one hoard 
and tho earliest in tho other; from the proportionate number of 
coins of the type in the two finds, it should probably bo placed as 
the Inst type of the Beaworth and ns the first of the Turn worth 
find. The 'Two Stars’ (Ilks. 238) nnd ‘Sword’ (Hks. 213) typ**s 


1 A'mim. CTiron., 1571, pp. 227-3. See p. srii. and below, pp. xxir, lit. 

* Xet de*cribed in ,W«. Cfcnja., l e 7I, bat thi* type i* Teprcientet! aisong 

the ccini of thi* find which were jweateJ to the Library of Triaity Colleg*. 
CAmbrid^e. Fee tint. .Ykm. rol. li, pp. 10 1 -?. 

* Sum. aren. 15IC. p. 170. 
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therefore precede the ' Pass' type, mid from the evidence of the 
York Minster find these tivo typos should probably be placet 
together, but there is no evidence to show whether the ' Profile- 
Cross and Trefoils ' type ■ (Ilka. 239), the remaining type found at 
Beaworth, should precede or follow them. The remaining two 
types of the Tamworth Find, ■ Profilo 1 type (Ilfcs. 244) and "cro-s 
in Quatrefoil (libs. 24G), are therefore conclude*! to lie later than 


the ‘Pass' type ; this conclusion is confirmed by the Sliillington and 
Bermondsey finds, where one or both of these types arc found with 
coins of Henry, With regard to these two finds it is necessary to 
anticipate evidence from other sources so far as to say that the 
evidence of the Sliillington find concerning coins of Henry I is 
untrustworthy; 3 as mentioned uliovc, this find is of n complicated 
nature and evidently represent, an owner's savings of two distinct 
periods. In further anticipation, it may be noted that the Dor- 

cTmtfd d , 0 ' T!' 11,0 TOi " S “ re ““ <0 In.™ Wen 

^ thereto ^ ^ l “ t *^ s ° r Wiliam II, 

and therefore shows with what caution so small a find must bo 


coittofwu,"' 1 ; 1 f D1> ' In “ continental 

TZ:t^V: C r ; nd tWC,t " 1 “■ are not 

Henry t These .il^oft “ 

are described: 5I ^ y ’ t'centy-sevon coins 


‘ Annulet, and Piles • type (til,. 257) 
Voided Cross and Fleur. * type {II ]j s 2 G 7 ) \ 


3 coins 


Total 27 


(be atU „ t (Jre 
10 lb » f -‘ “»• f» - 

'4Vma.ra.oa, 1892, p,,, jj ff 
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This seems to show that these two types were issued consecutively, 
but the evidence of so small a number of coins, as mentioned above, 
is by no means conclusive, especially in a large hoard of continental 
coins. 

Canterbury Find 1 (e. 1901?). No record of this find has been 
published ; the coins were said to have come from Bournemouth, 
but there is reason to suppose that they were discovered at Canter- 
bury during work at the Archbishop's Palace, and conveyed to 
Bournemouth before distribution. Many of the coins were seen by 
JInjor Carlyon-Britton and notes were made by him, but it is 
impossible to say how many coins were in the hoard ; all seem to 
have been of Henry I, and the following have been noted : 


‘Full face — Cross Fleury’ type (Hks. iv) . . 3 coins 

* Lozenge Fleury enclosing Star ’ type (Hks. 205) 1 ,, 

Mule of preceding and following types . . I „ 

‘TeHcts in Quatrefoil * type (Hks. 2G2) . . 353 „ 

Total 358 „ 


Lou-cstoft Find* (1905). Twelve pennies of Henry I are described 
ns having been found together on the beach at Lowestoft, probably 
carried down by a fall of the clilfi "Whether these constituted the 
whole hoard is not known. They ore of two types : 

‘Tellets in Quatrefoil’ type (Hks. 262) . . G coins 

* Quadrilateral on Cross Fleury’ type (Hks. 255) G „ 

Total 12 „ 

Lottie (Sussex) Find 5 (18GO?). Twelve coins of Henry I, found 
near Battle, were of the following types : 

‘Full face— Cross Fleury ’ type (Hks. iv) . . 1 coin 

‘Double Inscription ’ type (Hks. 258) . . 1 ,, 

■Quadrilateral on Cross Fleury’ type (Hks. 255). 10 „ 

Total 12 „ 


* I am Indebted to .Major Carlyon-Britton for the lain of hit prirefe notes 
on tins End ; al«o to Mr. Baldwin for farther information of the proTetmcee. 

* .Yum. c&rpru, 1905, p. 112. 

* mj., 1873. p. 175. 
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The following hoards contained coins of Henry I and Stephen 
together : 

Watford Fiwh 1 (1818). Some labourers digging in a field near 
Watford found a few silver coins, and, on further search being made, 
a rude clay jar was discovered, broken, about ten or twelve inches 
below the surface of the ground, containing a large hoard of coins. 
Kashleigh, in his account of the hoard in lYum. Chron., 1850, states 
that the total number of coins was 1,094 pennies and 33 halves of 
pennies. These coins were kept together in the possession of the 
original owner until at his death they passed into the hands of 
Rashleigh, who wrote a full account of them. He says that he 
thinks this number is nearly all that were found, a few probably 
having been picked up and sold by the workmen. The following 
coins are described : ^ n) f . 

Pennies pennies 


William, ‘Two Stars’ type (Uks. 238) ... — 1 

Henry I, ‘ Pellets in Quatrefoil * type (Ills. 262) . 68 — 

„ ‘ Quadrilateral on Cros9 Fleury ’ type 

(lilts. 255) 398 21 

Stephen, ‘Watford’ type (HU. 270) . . . . 632 U 

., Variety II, with obverse inscription P11RHRIB 

(PL I.VII. 9-16) 2 — 

Empress Matilda (JIATILDI EOI) j __ 

Uncertain coins (Baronial 3 


Total 1,094 33 

This long survival oE a halfpenny of the middle of William I’s 
reign (about 60 years) is remarkable. 

In the Appendix to ArcUcdogia, vol.xxi, pp. 539 ff., is an account 
laid before the Society of Antiquaries by Taylor Combe, in January 
1822, of a find in April 1818 of a quantity of silver coins, ir 
number above a hundred. They were found by labourers hoeing ir 
a field of beans near the site of the ancient manor-house of OxheJ 
Place, mthe parish of Watford; the coins were lying scattered upor 
the surface of the ground, together rvith a fragment of an earther 
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vessel in which they had probably been deposited. Clutterbuek, 
on inquiry in the neighbourhood, could only procure nine specimens, 
but on further digging found thirty more coins. The types repre- 
sented by the coins are the same tliree ns wero found in the "Watford 
hoard above described, Hka. 262, 255, and 270, with the addition 
of the coin described below as variety III G, p. xci, PI. LVIIX. 6 
(Hks. 273). Whether this small find should be considered ns part 
of the larger hoard it is impossible to say. The discovery* of these 
coins, with a fragment of an earthen vessel, on the surface of the 
ground points rather to this being ft residue not found in the search 
which resulted in the discovery of the large hoard and broken vessel. 
But, on the other hand, were this find later than the larger one, 
Clutterbuek could hardly have failed to obtain information of it 
when ho made inquiries in the neighl>ourhood ; nor do we know 
that both finds were in the same field, though both occurred in or 
near Watford and both in the year 1818. There would be nothing 
surprising in two separate hoards being buried nt the samo time 
and in the same neighbourhood, for the same cause might well 
induce two neighbours to take similar action. 

These two finds are distinguished in the Catalogue ns ‘Watford 
Find 1 nnd * Smaller Watford Find 

Nottingham Find 1 (1880). This hoard was discovered on 
Jan. 5, 1880, at the back of old property in Bridlesmitli Gate, 
Nottingham. The coins were quickly dispersed, the original 
number being more than three hundred; 2 comparatively few are 
described ; they consist of : 

Henry I, ‘Annulets ' type (Ilks. 251) .... 1 coin 

„ ‘Full face — Cross Fleury’ type (Hks. iv) . . 1 „ 

„ ‘Quadrilateral on Cross Fleury ’ type (Ilks. 255) 

at least 7 „ 

Stephen, ‘Watford’ type (Hks. 270) . . upwards of 150 „ 

,i Variety I, with erased obverse die (see below, 

pp. Ixxvi IT.) uncertain number 


1 Xum. Chnn , 1881, pp. 36 ff. 

* I am indebted to Hr. Andrew for this information. 
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Stephen, Variety H, with inscription fEBEBIE 
(see below, pp. Ixxxii ff.) 

„ Variety IV A (a) (see below, p. xcv) . 
Empress Matilda (see below, pp. csxiii ff.) 

Mr. Andrew connects the burial of this hoard 
Nottingham on Sept. 8, 1141. 1 


1 coin described 
1 coin described 
at least 1 coin 
with the fire at 


Darifonl Piiul* (1825). Found at Dartford in Kent; said to 
have contained about 65 pennies, of which the following are 
described : 

Henry I, * Quadrilateral on Cross Fleury ’ type (Hks. 255) . 4 coins 

Stephen, ‘Watford' type (Hks. 270) . . 44 „ 

„ Variety I, with erased obverse die (see below, 

pp. lxxvi ff.) . 1 ». 

„ Variety IV B (a) (see below, p. xcvi) . - . 3 „ 
Empress Matilda (see below, pp. cxviii ff.) . • • 5 s »> 

Scottish, David I (?), of Carlisle (?) 1 *» 


Sheldon Find * (1867). A hoard of 95 pennies and 7 halfpennies 
found at Sheldon in Derbyshire. The following are the types 
described : Half- 

Pennies pennies 


Henry 1, ‘Quadrilateral on Cross Fleury * type (Hks. 255) 3 — 

Stephen, * Watford’ type (Hks, 270)* . . . . 73 3 

„ Mule, Hks. 270x269 (Brit. Sum. Joum., 

vol. vii, p. 44, nos. 69-70) .... 1 1 

,, Hks. 269, contemporary forgeries’* (itid.,p. 85, 

nos. 101, 102) 2 — 


1 Brit. yum. Joum, n vol. i, pp. 30 ff. 

* Xttm. Chron., 1851, pp 186 ff. 

S 0ne of these is described as an Oxford coin of Stephen, in Xunt. Chron., 
1851, p. 183; the coin was in Rashleigh sale, lot 630, and later in Mr. H. M. 
Reynolds's collection. 

* Brit. Xu tit . Joum., vol. vii, pp. 27 ff. 

* These are the coins in Mr. Andrew's list numbered 4~6S, 73, 77 (from 
same dies as coin described below, p. 356, no. 137), 78, 79-83, 96, 97, 99. 
s/.S*" * ew “. to ^sufficient reason for the attribution of the coins to 
Matilda ; even the letters IMP on no. 101 are extremely donbtful. Their 
very rough work and light weight incline me to consider them contemporary 
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rraif- 

Pennies pennies 

Stephen, Variety I, -with erased obverse die 1 (ibid., 

p. 55, no. 76, pp. CO ff., nos. 84-95, 98) . 11 3 

,, Variety II, with inscription PERERIE* (ibid., 

p. 81, no. 100) 1 — 

„ Variety III 8(t)* (ibid^ p. 51, no. 74) . . 1 — 

„ Variety IV B (a) 1 (ibid., p. 53, no. 75) . . 1 — 

Scottish, David I (ibid., p. 46, nos. 71, 72) ... 2 — 

95 T 

Linton (Mauhtone) Find * (1883). The total number of coins in 
this find is said to have been about 180; they were found in an 
earthen jar, about fifteen inches below the surface of the ground ; 
nearly a hundred of the coins are described : 

Half- 
pennies pennies Farthings 

Henry I, * Quadrilateral on Cross Fieury ’ type 

(Hks. 255) 6 1 — 

Stephen, 'Watford' type (Ilks. 270) . . 32 4 4 

„ ‘Cross Voided and Mullets’ type 

(Hks. 2G9) 24 14 1 

„ Variety II, with inscription PERERIE 

(see below, pp. lxxxii ff.) . . 2 — — 

„ Variety III 7 (see below, pp. jcci ff.) 4 2 • — 

Total described 68 21 5 

Of these finds, in which coins of Henry I are found mixed with 
coins of Stephen, the Hartford and Sheldon hoards contained only 
one true type of each reign ; in each case these two types arc Hks. 
255 and 270, which may therefore be placed as the last of Henry 
and the first of Stephen. The Nottingham find confirms this, but 
has also two stray coins of Henry (Hks. 251 and iv) in addition. 
The Watford finds have coins of Hks. 262 with coins of Hks. 255 
and 270, and therefore confirm the slight evidence of the Lowestoft 
find in placing the two types, Hks. 262 and 255, together. The 


1 See below, pp. lxxri ff. 

* See below, p. xcv. 

8 yum. Citron., 1S33, pp. 103 ff. 


See below, pp. Ivxxii ff. 
See below, p. xcri. 
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Linton find is the latest of this group of finds, and give, ns as the 

the°Sh H P ° t S ‘m heD ’ S rCiEn HkS ' 209 ’ "' I ‘ ich h “ 

e Sheldon hoard by the mules of 270*269 and also by the two 

STST forgeries, or whatever they may be, of this type, 
hese finds are of further importance as containing various 

treated separately below (pp. Lvvi ffi, > ' hC, “ C01n5 “ re 

“* ° f ‘ he ■>»* 

27 sfiver cota (some Tf ^ “* B, “°’ ™» ^und 

gold bands, and one siCflT Tfe ‘f n ^ ^ 
described: * ^°^ 0win g coins are 

Stephen, 'Watford’ t,pe (m,. 2ro) 

Scottish, David I ' * 

» Earl Henry (sec below, p. Iin * 

Uncertain (type as Jlks. 270) 


3 coins 


14 

1 

0 


Total 


Wintertlow Fml‘- (c. 1804t t„c „ 

(1 804), p. 13 , i5 a J ice J- d "®;""'": < "‘'* J/ "»“--i«e.vol.k*iv 
found, with several of Stephen in th • ?" n5tI “ Ie s P«oiu>en) ■ lately 
HS. Catalogue of the E. C^Roberts cofiect'^ ^ a ii sbui y '• In the 
hav ‘”S be ®u found in a chalk t “ K>mc coins are Doted 
"■any halfpennies are there said to 1 V”'*"' 0 "'' near Salisbury; 

***** - 

' In ‘h liSaS if 65 ’ » 55 <T. 

nttnbutioa at that ti pr °tol>Ie ■•atemert maj be „ ‘“■“a 10 the 

of Wdliaa (of Gloucester,) “m-®’?’' ° f A “j» to , by ?" 

a>.o r -S5 * Wr- ’ "" 
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Half- 

Pennies pennies 


Stephen, ‘Watford’ type (Hfcs. 270) ... 1 — 

„ ‘Cro$3 Voided and Mallets' type (Hks. 2 G9) 2 2 

„ * Cross and Fleurs * type (Hks. 27G) . . 1 — 

„ Variety III 4 (see below, p. xc) . . . 1 — 

„ Variety IV D (6) (see below, p. evi) . . 1 — 

Henry of Anjou, type I (b) (see below, p. exxi) . 1 

„ „ type I (c) (see below, p. cxxii) . 3 — 

„ „ . type II(o) (see below, pp. cxxii f.). 1 — 

„ „ type II{&) (sec below, p. cxxiii) . — 1 

William (of Gloucester?), typell(i)(see below, p.cxxx) 1 — 

Uncertain baronial, no. 1 (see below, p. cxxxii) . 1 — 

„ „ no. 3 (see below, p. cxxxiii) . 1 — 

Total M 3 


At Catal, 1 near Wetherby, were found a few silver coins in 
1684, including one of Stephen, variety IV D (d) (see below, p. evi), 
one of Eustace FitzJohn, type B (see below, p. cxiv), one of 
Robert do Stuteville (see below, p. cxvi), and another coin of 
Stephen (typo not described). 

AubrUJge Find 2 (c. 1902). About 180 coins of Stephen and 
Henry II were found at Awbridge, near Romsey, Hampshire, all 
•close together at about feet below the surface of the ground. 
The following ore described : 

Stephen, * Awbridge ’ type (Hks. 268) .... 31 coins 

„ Variety III 7 (see below, pp. xci ff.) . . . 3 „ 

Henry II, ‘Tealby ’ type (Hks. 2S5) . . . . 1 10 „ 

Total 144 „ 

This find shows Hks. 2C8 to have been the last type issued by 
■Stephen. The finds give no evidence of the order, or even existence 
ns definite types, of any types between the second and the last of 
this reign; one coin of Hks. 276 occurred in the Wintcrslow find, 

* Tberciby, Dueatus Ltodicnsh, pp. 350,351 ; Froc. of Toriehire J7n7oJo/>7i<Vn/ 
Ac., 1855, p. 216. 

* -Yum. Chrcn., 1905, pp. 354 ff. 
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lfith „ few coins of the first two type, of the re.gn n.nl several 
<*oins of irregular issues. 

To summarise the evidence obtained from finds, the WU*vm S 
groups may be mode with some probability (the numbers of 
Hawkins's figures ore here used alone to denote the types) : 


William I and II. 


233 (first type)— 234 (second type) 


I23G 

1237 


238 

243 — 241 — 

239 


[2411 (250 

[246k \247 
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251 or 252 (first type) 
(257 
(267 

262 —255 (last type). 


Stephen. 

270 (first type)— 269 (second type) 
268 (last type). 


Oveustbuck Coins. 

Coins are commonly found in this, as in almost every scrie 
on which the impression of the dies is superimposed upon a 
underlying impression of a different pair of dies ; that is to sa) 
coins having been struck, and, perhaps, passed into circulatioi 
return to the mint and are re-struck without the previous imprei 
sion having been removed. The two impressions on n coin mo 
be from dies of the same type or from dies of different types ; i 
the latter case it follows that, as the types were not struck coi 
temporarily, the earlier, or obliterated, impression on the coin 
that of the earlier of the two types: coins of the former clas 
where the two impressions belong to the same type, cannot easi 
be distinguished from double-struck coins, and are, in any cm 
unimportant. The coins re-struck with dies of a different ty] 
are commonly known as « Overstrikes ' and are very import* 
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as giving quite definite evidence that one type precedes another. 1 
It cannot be concluded, though it frequently happens, that the later 
.type immediately follows the earlier; in fact, in some cases, e. y. 
no. 10 on p. xxxiv, a considerable period intervenes before the 
re-striking of the coin. 

It has been suggested that the coins known as ‘Overstrikes’ 
represent not re-struck coins, but coins struck from re-engraved 
dies from which the original design was not completely erased ; s 
but it is clear from an examination of such coins that this is 
not the case. On these coins it will be found that the parts in 
high relief in the original have been flattened down by the 
second striking to the level of the field, and are marked out by 
an incuse outline which represents the part of the field of the 
original coin that has failed to rise into the later dies, owing to 
its protection by the original high relief beside it; this effect 
can only be produced by a blow which has hammered the high 
relief fiat and sunk part of the flat surface into incuse. The reason 
for re-striking coins in this way is quite uncertain. It cannot 
have been done with the object of restoring to currency coins that 
were no longer current, for we have seen above 8 that one type 
cannot have gone oat, of currency on the issue of another. Xor, 
again, can it have been due to the coins being clipped or effaced 
by circulation; clipped coins would have to be returned to the 
melting-pot, as their weight would be untrue, and in some of the 
cases here quoted the original impression still stands out so clearly 
through the overstruck type that it is impossible to suppose the 
coins to have been much worn. It is possible, though there is no 
documentary’ support for the assumption, that officials of the 
exchange were prohibited from circulating coins of any type but 
that actually in issue at the mint;* in which case, re-striking might 


* As overstriking might be supposed to guarantee tbe genuineness of a coin, 
it should perhaps be mentioned that some ingenious modem forgeries are 
struck on genuine mediaeval coins (see Brit. A'wm. Joum., roL iii, pp. 232 ff.). 

* Sum. Chron., l&Oo, pp. 110-L 

* p. xiv. 

* lint. Sum. Jouni., \oL xm. p. 123. Such a prohibition would presumably 
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te diae to the necessity of circulating coin<3 which remained in, or 
oame into, the mint or exchange after the issue of a new type. 

The following are the overstrikes that have been noted in the- 
coinage of this period : 

(1) William, ‘Bonnet’ type (Hks. 254) over type of Harold II (Ufa. 

230). A coin of Huntingdon in 1'. W. P. Carlyon-Britton 
collection. 

(2) William, ‘Bonnet’ type (Ilka. 234) over ‘ Profile— Cross Flcory’ 

type (Hks. 233). Coin of Wallingford, p. 29, no 154. aUo 
Malmesbury (II. w. Morrieson collection) and Hereto <1 (\Y. 
Sharp Ogden collection). 

(3) William, Mule (Hks. 237 X 238) over ‘ Two Sceptres ’ type (Hks 237). 

Coin of Hereford in P. W. F. Carly on -Britton collection (sec 
below, p. 66). 

{4) William, ‘Two Stars’ type (IIKs. 238) over ‘Two Sceptres' type 
(Hks. 237). Coin of CricUade. p. GO, no. 308 t one of same 
mint (Carlyon-Britton sale, 1913, lot 70G) and another of 
Winchester in P. W. P. Carlyon-Britton collection. 

(5) William, ‘Sword’ type (Ilhs. 243) over ‘Two Sceptres’ type 

(Hks. 237). Coin of London (Carlyon-Britton sale, 1913, 
lot 712). 

(6) William, ‘Profile — Cross and Trefoils’ type (Hks. 239) over 'Sword* 

type {Hks. 213). Coin of uncertain mint (Carlyon-Britton sale, 
1913, lot 717). 

(7) William, • Tass’ type (Hks. 241) over ‘ Profile— Cross and Trefoils’ 

type (Hks. 239). Coin of Southampton in P. W. P. Carlyon- 
Britton collection. 

(8) William, ‘Profile’ type (nhs. 244) over ‘Paxs’ type (Ilks. 211). 

Coin of London (Carlyon-Britton sale, 1913, lot 747) 

(9) William, Mule (nhs. 245) over ‘ Profile ’ type (Hks. 244). Coin of 

Leicester in Evans collection (see below, p. 403, no. C 7 a). 

(10) William, ‘Cross in Quatrefoil’ type (Ilks. 24G) over ‘Canopy’ 

type (Ilks. 236). Coin of Chichester, p. 227, no. 76. 

(11) William, ‘Cross in Quatrefoil’ type (Hks. 246) over ‘Profile' 

type (Hks. 244). Coins of Hereford, p. 230, no. 93, and Worcester, 
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p. 242, no. 171 ; also of Oxford in F. W. P. Carlyon-Britton 
collection. 

(12) 'William, ‘Crosses Pattee and Fletiry ’ type (Ilks. 247) oxer ‘Cross 
in Quatrefoil’ type (Bks. 246). Coin of Rochester, p. 258, 
no. 247. 

{13) William, ‘Crosses Pattee and Fieury ’ type (Ilks. 247) over ‘Cross 
Voided ’ type (Ilks. 250). Coin of Thetford, p. 258, no. 252. 

No overstrikes are known of the reigns of Henry I or Stephen ; 
this is perhaps due partly to more careful striking of the coins 
partly to the greater rarity of coins of tiiese reigns, and partly to 
the obverse and reverse designs tilling more completely the surface 
of the field, so that any former impression is more thoroughly 
obliterated . 1 

As regards the evidence afforded by the overstrikes towards 
placing the coin-types, much confirmatory, and some additional, 
evidence is thus given to the groups of the types that were formed 
after examining the finds of the coins. 

No. 2 confirms tlic placing of the ‘Profile — Cross Fieury’ type before 
the ‘ Bonnet’ type. 

Nos. 4 and 5 show that the group 238, 243, and 239 is correctly placed 
later than the group 230 and 237. 

No. 6 places 239 later than 243, and thus, combined with the evidence 
of the Yoik Minster find, in which 238 and 243 were found 
together, makes 239 immediately precede the * Pass’ type (211). 


1 la Brit. Xunt. Joirm., vol. viii, pp. 125-6, too much stre«s is laid on the rarity 
of both overstrikes and mules of these two later reigns. Overstrikes are of 
course most common in periods of which the coins are most frequent— for 
example, Ilks. 234, 244, and 240; hut it must also be remembered that over- 
struck coins have an unpleasing appearance, and therefore used not to 6e 
preserved by collectors, which perhaps accounts for the rarity of overstrikes 
of the ‘Pass’ type (type VITI) of William in spite of the Beaworth hoard 
having made this issue so common in the present day. They have probably 
frequently been thrown out among the refuse of a find, which was certainly in 
home cases (e.y. the Watford find) consigned to the melting-pot. Mules, too, 
are naturally most common of the types of Ilks. 240 and 245, owing to the 
Beaworth and Tamworth finds. Rarity of coins at the present day is not 
a safe reason for assuming few to have been in currency ; it is usually due to 
scarcity of finds of certain periods: the ‘Pass’ type of William, for example, 
was, before the Beaworth find, the rarest of his types. 
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Nos 7 and 8 support tlie evidence of the Bcauorth nnd Tam worth finds 
in making the ‘Paxs’ tjpe the latest of the Beaworth and earliest 
of the Tam worth tjpes. 

No. 11 places the 'Cross in Quatrefoil’ (Hks. 24C) as the last of the 
three Tamvrorth tjpes, which are therefore 211 244 240. 

No. 13 makes IIKs. 217 later than Hks. 230. 

Tie groups of types of William I and II 0 n page xxxii may 
therefore he extended, by adding the evidence of overetrikes, to 
tlie following; 

233 (fa, type) 234 (second type)-^' !_ 230 _ 241 _ 2H 

— 24G — 250 — 247. 1 ' ,243 ’ 

But the position of Hks. 248 is still left in complete uncertainty. 

e groups of the two later reigns remain as before. 


struck f iS SlriCtly a PP lic -' l ' jlc «H coins which arc 

an tlZr"- mC T‘ “ 0binali ° a of dies, that is to say, when 
an obverse dte ts used with a reverse for winch it was not originally 

PP-=“-0, nos.1107-13 nro.il 
mTl 2d " 7' ° lVerSe ^ nn<1 «>o-gl. one of these 

Sin h of th 7,th V™ “»«-«« of dies, the remaining six, 
3es ■„ T” !t f Pe - m " Stl *' slrM yapeaking,.,nnles’. 1 But 
the term ■ mule ’Th ar ; VC . r5, 1 CO “ ra o'> «»d of miuor importance, 

it is commonly used inttiisT' *° 11,0 tMlmical 8cnse in ' Tll!ct 

which are combined an obverse of one h '’“t 0nly th ° S ° ™ 
That these mules were author' J ps aDl1 » rev «so of another. 

“ nfw ‘yP« seems hardly possible ‘o' Cro ' Vn intr0<luci,3 » 

of the Confessor, connectL the last '“ W f Ied 
quoted in support of this tL W ° types of bis reign, is 

die must been made specie ^ Wnd that the ob '‘ ersc 
_ ? or the mule issue. But the 


Unless, of course it 

*1'?“ °^ 0bverse ’ in aS thh t0 issue reverse 

Atwi. Chnn., i9 05i pj 4 vm ’ f J these c«ds are “mules’ 

0 • », p. 352, no. 157, and PI. XXIII. 8,*° Catato 9»e, Ang.-Sax. Series, 
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treatment of this coin as a mule Is, I think, incorrect ; the reverse 
is indeed identical with the reverse of the later type, hut the 
obverse differs very widely from that of the earlier type (the ends 
of the diadem hang straight down on either side of the head, 
the draping of tho bust is quite different, a sceptre is added, the 
bust is continued to the edge of the coin and the inner circle 
omitted). It seems more likely that this so-called ‘mule’ bears 
the obverse originally’ designed for the last ty'pc of the reign, and 
that its superficial resemblance to that of the preceding type led 
to its withdrawal and the substitution of the more common profile 
obverse; the comparative frequency' of this ‘mule* (see Xitm. 
Citron., 1905, pp. 196-7) seems to point to the same conclusion. 

The improbability' of the Crown confusing its issues by such 
a coinage of mules is a serious obstacle to the theory that they' are 
regular issues, and presumptive evidence to the contrary is found 
in the rarity of mules of the London mint. Of the Xorrnan period 
no London mules are at present known; 1 of the Confessor's reign 
I know three only': ilitim. Citron., 1905, p. 189 (= Carlyon-Britton 
sale, 1913, lot 601), Carlyon-Britton sale, 1913, lot 590, and Montagu 
sale, part I, lot 850. If mules were regularly issued for a short 
period prior to the introduction of the new type, they', lik,e the 
ordinary' issues, would probably' be most frequently' found of the 
London mint, where the supply of bullion and the output of 
coins may reasonably' he assumed to have been most regular; that 
they more frequently bear the names of lesser mints may perhaps 
be due to moneyers at the smaller mints being more frequently 
left, at the change of type, in possession of dies so little worn 
as to tempt them, for the saving of the purchase-money of new 
dies, to risk the penalties for the fraudulent retention of dies and 
the issue of an unauthorized coinage. 

This aspect of the 1 mule * as an irregular issue, of which the object 
must have been the saving of expense in the purchase of new dies, 
is substantiated by the two mules which are described below as 
nos. 3 and 4 (p. xxxix). Each of these mules has had the obverse 


1 Except the coin described in catalogue ot H. H. A} Jan sale, 1908, lot 36. 
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die worked over in such a way as to make it approximately 
similar to that of the true obverse corresponding to the reverse 
type; on the ‘Bonnet' obverse pillars have been placed beside the 
head to resemble those of the ■ Canopy ' type, and on the ' Canopy ' 
obverse an inner circle has been drawn, cutting through the bust, 
and the pillars have been turned into the sceptres botonnd and 
patte which are found beside the bust on the ‘Two Sceptres' 
issue. The object of these alterations must surely have been to 
circulate the coins with less likelihood of detection. The issue of 
mules ‘ must therefore have been fraudulent, but at the same time 
the risk of the fraud being exposed would in any case be slight, as 
the two sides of a coin cannot be seen at the same time and the 
inconsistency of obvereo and reverse, either of which is with its 
proper fellow true currency, is not easily detected. 

consent™. nS “ al v’’ " °” e WouM “1*“' made fr ° m dies of two 
ne ypes, but occasional examples occur (see no. 1, below) 

is a “ T , m " <UC WWch haS “">"4 • longer period’ 

absence of £ thereE ° re ' “ ^ be l« the 

AUo l T* ^ tyPCS ' 

earlier 0 £ the i ’ & ° Verse a mu ' e will represent the 

mu Wuf ‘T B ”‘ is «* » absolute rule; two 

Cro“n““^T,r^ e ' W,lMhereVetSe ° f * ‘Ml foe- 
obverses. it is nllrl', T 10 “ d 11 **"• ha ™S different 
Hks. iv is muled with both the O ,. rapP0Se tbat the reverse ot 
and this supposition is confirmed by'aZ oWniB ’ 

these two mules no 11 \ examination of the later of 

die as a coin of the tnie ty!T<Hk! ■ '' h .‘ Ch 18 Slruck f,om the 
collection. That the mnl • m 3Ia j or Carlyon-Britton’s 

i thi„k, .wiriiiri,:’ e j aier ,° f the *- -**«. «* 

“ 1,10 " ,W 1«artcr of’ the crl^e ^ reVerSe 

~ • -a -k-U. 5) is not corrosion, 

1 Using ‘mule’ here and ihZ 1 ’ ' 

combining t„ tn>ei ”S h »“> » the ntrictl, lunited sense of » coin 
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but a roughness of tlie metal caused, no doubt, by rust on the die, 
and this is not visible on the true coin ; tho truo coin was therefore 
struck earlier than tho mule, and we may conclude that the obverse 
of the mule belongs to n type later than I Iks. iv. 

The following are the mules at present known of the Norman 
period : 

(1) 01 r. Edwanl Confessor, type XI {Xum. Clron., 1905). 
l’tv. William, ‘llonnet' type (Hks. 234). 

Coin of Shaftesbury (?), p. 13, no. 71 ; another of uncertain mint 
in York Museum. PL in. 11, 12 . 

(2) 01 r. William, ‘Profile — Cross Fleury' type (Ilks. 233). 

I! tv. „ ‘Bonnet’ type (Ilks. 234). 

Coins of Huntingdon and Stamford, p. 14, nos. 72, 73; others 
of Lincoln (P. W. P. Carlyon-Eritton and II. M. Reynolds 
collections), Salisbury (FitzwiUiam Museum), Stamford (W, C. 
Wells collection), and Taunton (R. C. Lockett collection). 

• PI. III. 13-15. 

(3) Obv. William, * Bonnet’ type (Ilks. 234). 

lit v. „ * Canopy ’ type (Hks. 236). 

Coin of Ipswich, p. 33, no. 180. The obverse die from which 
this coin has been struck is altered evidently with a view to 
making it resemble the ‘Canopy’ obverse; a pillar has been cut 
on the die on each side of the bust ; possibly the double-striking 
is also intentional. See above, pp. xxxvii-xxxriii. Pl. VI, 15. 
Another of London (II. II. Allan sale, 1908, lot 30). , 

(l) Obv. William, ‘Canopy’ type (Ilks. 236). 

Heo. „ 'Two Sceptres’ type (Ilks. 237). 

Coin of Exeter in Hunterian collection. The obverse die of this 
coin is, similarly to the preceding, altered in order approximately 
to resemble the ‘Two Sceptres ’ oh verse; the inner circle Las 
been continued through the bust, the pillars of the ‘Canopy’ 
have been turned into tho sceptres of the later type, though an 
ignorance of die-engraving has caused them to be reversed, the 
sceptre botonne being placed to left instead of right. This coin 
came from the St. Mary Hill Church find. See above, pp. xxxvii- 

xxxviib PL VIII. 11. - - 

(5) Obv. William, ‘Two Sceptres* type (Hks. 237). 
lltv. „ ‘Two Stars’ type (Hks. 238). 
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Coin of Hereford in P. w. p. Carlyon-Britton collection; tiro 
"” d of fpowicli have also been published.’ 

(6) Ob r. William, ' Profile-Cross and Trefoils ’ type (His. 239). 
f‘ rr - „ ‘Pans’ type (nis. 241). 

Coins of Maldon, Malmesbury, Xottingham, Taunton, Thetford 
Winchester. See pp 91-3. pi. XVII. 11-10. 

(7) Obv. William, ‘Profile’ type (His. 244). 

r ' a ' •• ‘ Cross in Quatrefoi! ’ type (His 246) 

Coins of Dover and Gloucester, p. 225, no, 0fi, 67 . aIso ot 
Chester and be, eester (Evans collection; see below, p 403, no, 

Reynold ,* ’ (E ° IaI Mint M "S«1™) and Winchester (H. M. 
Reynolds collection), pi. syy 13 - 15 . ' 

(8) Obv. William, ‘Crosses Pntt4a> n , 

Rev ’ , J J attee and F,eui 7 type (Hks. 247). 

r . * Cross F,eur J' and Piles ’ type (Hks. 248) 

Com of Canterbury (1) in L.E. Broun collection. Ph vvvu , „. 

In Whitboum sale, 1869, lot. 14 R is n -i , 
obverse with bust to 1, and reverse ofHks o'-T ™ “ ” brar “* 
be, as described in Korn. Cl.ro* mi p « ? P03s!Wy 

is r - — oS^r ° f hu 254 

Chron - ** m!6 °’ - • »* of 

it is very, base, , ve j„ hs 0lJ “g 0 ” 17 '”' geI 7 of a “in of Hks. 267; 
Fig- H on p. 60 (ojCcil.) ,lL ^ “ d 13 of vei T ro “gb work." 
and rough work of the coin ° r<!prc<1 “ re tbe ™y bad condition 

Coin of Warwick in P.W P Carl T "* (Hls ' 2M >- 

col ob* riXL - 5 - 

Coin of Gloucester rnn^nr-"'”^ ’ < nis ‘ lr >‘ 

Coin nf n..tr . . ross Fleur? * tvnp /m „ 
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This coin is from the same reverse die as a coin of the true type 
(Hks. iv) in the Carlyon-Britton collection. Rust-marks in the 
field of the mule show it to be later than the true coin. Hks. 258 
may therefore be assumed to be the later of the two types. 

(12) Obv. Ilenry I, * Lozenge Fleury enclosing Star’ type (Hks. 265). 

Jlev. ,, ‘Pellets in Quatrefoil’ type (Ilks. 2G2). 

Coin of Romney in P. V. F. Carlyon-Britton collection. 
PL XLin. 16. 

(13) Obv. Stephen, ‘ Watford ' type (Flks. 270). 

Jlev. „ ‘Cross Voided and Mullets' type (Hks. 269). 

Penny ami Halfpenny of Canterbury (?) from tlie Sheldon find 
{Brit. Num. Joum., vol. vii, p. 44) ; another halfpenny (same 
dies as Sheldon penny) in B. Roth collection. PL LIIL 1, 2. 

These mules not only confirm the evidence obtained from finds 
and overstrikes, but also complete the series of types of the reigns 
of the two Williams; the regular chain of mules, nos. 2-5, 
Hks. 233 x 234, 234 x 236, 236 x 237, 237 x 238, forms a convincing 
proof that these five types, 233, 234, 236, 237, 238, form in that 
order the first five types of the William coins; the sequence 239 — 
241 — 244 — 246 is also confirmed by the mules 239 x 241 and 244 x 
24G (nos. 6 and 7). The eighth mule of this list brings Hks. 248 
for the first time into the scheme and places it at the eml of the 
William series. Of Henry' I, mule 9, combined with the evidence 
of the Bari find, forms a series 257 — 267 — 266 ; mules 10 and 11 
form another series 263 — iv — 258, and mule 12 shows that 265 is 
the type immediately preceding 262. The mule of Stephen only 
confirms the position of his first two types. 

The additional evidence of mules, therefore, results in a very 
probable sequence of the types of the two Williams, and further 
groups of Henry' I : 


William I and IT. 

233—234—236—237—238—243—239—241—244-246—250—217 

—248. 
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Henry I. 

231 or 252 (first type) 

257—267—266 

263— iv— 258 

-65 — 262 — 255 (last tjpe). 

Stephen. 

270 (first type)— 269 (second type) 

268 (last type). 


Epigraphy. 

(See Epigraph ical Table.) 

orm of the obverse and reverse inscriptions, which was in 

thrnn l lu^p 011 e * event b century, continued in use 

° 6 orman period ; on the obverse was the king’s name 

moll w ^ ^ “ tbe ""■» of the 

„rr ; n tb0 , mint “"“'M by Urn word ON ;■ nor is there 
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n But . Akw. Journ., vol. ii, pp i 30ft f “ ®" tlon 8 description of the types 
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iee ^P^phical Table, Series I. 



the close resemblance of the upright strokes and the strange 
mistakes that commonly occur 1 seem only explicable as the result 
of punch-work of this nature ; this explanation has therefore been 
accepted without question and without serious investigation as 
regards, at least,* the later Anglo-Saxon and Norman periods. 
A recent paper read by Mr. Hocking before the Royal Numismatic 
Society 2 has made it necessary to inquire more critically into the 
subject. This explanation of the engraving of dies by means of 
punches during the Norman period was there condemned on the 
grounds of the impossibility of hammering such broad blunt punches 
so close to the edge of a die without splitting it, 3 and of the great 
variety of shape, notably in breadth and in the finish of the fish- 
tail ends, that is usually exhibited in the upright strokes on the 
same coin and the same side of it — facts incongruous with the 
previously accepted theory. 

A close examination of the lettering on the coins described in 
this catalogue results in the conclusion that (1) the inscriptions were 
cut on the dies by means of punches; (2) the punches, though 
similar in shape to those above described, were in most cases 
narrower and less blunt, and do not con espond exactly with the 
lettering seen on the coins ; that i3 to say, after the engraver bad 
hammered the punch into the die, he usually broadened the 
incision thus made and finished it off by means of a tool, pre- 
sumably a graver's cutting tool ; (3) the irregularity of shape and 
thickness exhibited by the lettering is explained partly by the 
finishing touches added with the graver’s tool after punching, but 
partly also by unsuccessful striking of the coins themselves, the 
metal in many cases having failed to fill sufficiently the hollows 
of the die. These conclusions are based on the following points : 


1 See Epigraphical Table, Series I, letters C (2), F (2), L (2), S (6), and 
TH (5). 

4 Xum, Chron., 1913, Proceedings, p. 10. 

* The turning up of the edge of the coins shows that the dies were not 
larger in diameter than the coins they struck; but this does not prove that the 
die3 were not made of larger size and filed down after they were engraved. 
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(1) A certain flaw repeating itself in precisely the same position 
on different letters of a coin shows that these letters must have 
been made by punching the die with an instrument which itself 
contained this flaw. Instances of this are fairly numerous and in 
many case, easily visible. In the vertical strokes' of the letter, the 
following flaws have been noted : 

(«) On the obverse of William II, no. 60, the letter M hasa small 
flaw a the bottom of the left-hand corner of each vertical stroke, 
a small semicircular piece being broken off the corner of the punch 
from which these strokes were made, the same flaw may be seen, 
less clearly, on most, if not all, of the other letters on the obverse 

the M C0, °' “° tably 0n ‘ h6 ‘ bree ' etterS preceding 

position m'tb' 1 ”’ S !‘ gIllly smal,cr ' appears in the same 
no. 81 (P 1 . XX L Te ;". 10al Str0kea 0t the obverse of William II, 

round in shane ^ ’ V* similar P°- sit ion, but rather smaller and less 
so. 101 (pi. } e “ erS MRE of tbe obTme ot William II, 

- ^:Tr 01 ihe boitom edse 

William II, no. 155 (Pt.xxxm” E °" ““ ° bveKe 

strokes rf Tv'if' tL“ ^ Wt ' h ° Dl1 &Wail ° E the tm > 
P0.160,E I. XXXm . B) ““ e ;““ e “ the re ™ of William II, 
in both stroke? of the letter ° rm ° f tIlis flaw is noticeable 

(/) On the reverse nf 

across the lower left-hand corner' ' hst^b f"' ™ L 14) ' a mct 
second vertical stroke of the M ^ ™ “ W tte Eerif ’ ° E the 
mint-name. 0f * and of the N of the 

<V) A small hole in the cent™ ^ 

* Cnf ’ of both vertical strokes of fl i i tC>P e<5ge ’ ^ ust beIow the 
Stephen, n 0 . 170 (pi. Llv 8) 18 letter N °n tbe obverse of 
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{/«) The obverse and reverse of a coin of William II, Hks. 250, 
of Salisbury (P. C. B. coll.), and of one of the same type of Wilton 
(II. W. M. coll.), and the reverse of one of the same type of 
Worcester (P. C. B. coll.), show a break across the centre of the 
vertical strokes : it stretches right through the verticals from side 
to side, and slopes slightly downwards from left to right-; on the 
reverse of the Wilton coin the punch is sometimes inverted, on 
XXE, for example, at the end of the mint-name. This group 
is important, not only as showing that the vertical strokes were 
made with one punch and not, as has been suggested, from piece- 
punches (one punch forming the upper half, and another, or the 
same punch again, forming the lower half of the stroke), but also 
as evidence of the dies having been made at London (see below, 
pp. cxxxv fl’.). The close resemblance of the shape of the break in 
these strokes in all three coins leaves little room for doubt that 
the dies for the three coins were all made with the same punch. 

In the horizontal wedge-shaped strokes forming the bars of 
E, F, &e., the following Haws have been noted : 

(i) On the reverse of William II, no. 16 (PI. XXVIII. 12), the 
wedge-shaped bars forming the tail of R, the lower bar of p 
and the three bats of E in the mint-name, show two holes, one 
near each end of the bar; it may be noted that the top bar of 
E is punched closer in to the vertical stroke than the other two 
bars, and on this bar the two holes are closer to the vertical, 
showing clearly that these two flaws were in the punch from 
which all these bars were made. 

(i) Oa the reverse of William II, no. 94 (PL XXXL ll), 
there is a similar flaw on. the bars of E and F in the mint-name 
near the broad end of the bars. 

(2) An examination of the strokes containing the flaws above 
mentioned, and shown therefore to be made from the same punch, 
reveals considerable variety of shape and breadth in the strobes 
which were themselves the work of the same punch ; for example, 
on the coin mentioned above as flaw d (PI. XXXIII. 7) the 
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strokes EEL on the obverse vary in breadth, the first L being 
narrower and more waisted than the other two letters; they 
vary also in the shape and length of their fish-tail ends. As these 
letters show the same fiaw and are therefore made with the same 
punch, we must conclude that, after hammering the punch into 
the die, the engraver broadened the incision and finished off the 
ends with a tool. But the point is better shown by instances 
which have been noted of a portion of a letter being double- 
punched : 

(n) On the reverse of William I, no. 292 (pi x. 10), the 
letter I i„ the moneyed name shows a shaped piece protruding 
beyond its lower end, corresponding to it in shape but much 
smaller in site; also, near the top of the letter a fish-tail protrudes 
on ether side corresponding to the fish-tail, at the top of the 


tviJrv 0 " ‘.“I. 0 ! L °" d ° n ( "’ 0 " e F er Wfifword) of William II, 

iove the" w «“ SeUm ’ “ Simi,ar WecBon may he seen 

protruding from the left side near the bottom of the letter. 

<1!=“^ T ^ *«* h- l-lo the 

fona of h It n " 3 " !lrik ' ! ” 0t °W«erated ; the narrower 

■■■ *» to i hro^roVrr 0 -' “'- soi, r 

punching. Many instance, may WloJl T" 
alwvc or below a r ^ un< * a simi lnr protrusion 

to, wtitLtaLi^r’ r t,,e ° WSe * 

eases the protrusion is invariable ,1, , ' “ “ nd sira!l!lr 

«Whe of the vertica, strobe, though ‘° ^ ^ 

therefore he duo to the slip r i„„ „f „ “ d SInaner ; il eannot 

• An example of «imii 1 ? S^vet s tool. 

1tt N;cn »n the ohversr o f° U \v i ||f, UnC r’ r :nS “ h ° rizonW bar may 
— *h- W of the third ™ *>• 

^oC-sliaped protrusion 
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beyond its broad end. There are also cases where more than three 
bars are visible on an E, — on William II, no. 83 (PL XXXI. 8), the 
second E of the obverse inscription has the horizontal bar pnnehed 
no fewer than five times. Similarly, on the reverse of William II, 
no. 202, the X* of the moneyer's name has four instead of two 
orescent-sliaped punch-marks; in these cases, again, the narrowness 
of the punch-marks, as compared with corresponding strokes of 
■other letters, seems to imply that the usual practice was to broaden 
the letters after they were punched. 

That a cutting tool was used for finishing off the fish-tail ends 
after punching is also shown by William I, no. 1029, on which the 
first stroke of in the mint-name has the lower fish-tail on the 
left running right out to the vertical of the preceding letter V ; 
this must have been due to a slip of the graver's tool. 

The original form of the punches may probably be gathered from 
William I, no. 18G (PI. VII. 6), on the reverse of which the letters 
JLI of the moneyer's name present a somewhat unusual appearance. 
The upper surface of these letters is narrow and is sloped sharply 
•off to the field of the die, forming a steep slope instead of the usual 
perpendicular setting of the letters to the field of the coin; 1 probably 
the engraver, after punching the strokes of the letters, cut the 
metal of the die in a sharp slope down to the deepest point of 
the punched impression, instead of cutting down perpendiculai ly 
and so broadening the impression. In section, the sides of the 
vertical strokes of these letters are of the shape — instead 
-of the usual the shape of the vertical strokes, showing in 

•dotted lines their point of contact with the field, is thus: ^jj^. 

It is possible that the punches themselves sloped off in this way, 
and that these letters show the untouched punch -woi-k. 

Frequent varieties of the letter T, on which the horizontal bar 
has been so punched as to leave the top of the vertical visible 


1 Gf. also the lettering of the obverse of the coin of William I, no. 84 
{PI. IV. 6), where, however, it may be dne to faulty striking; see below, 
xlvm 
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above it, allow similarly the shape of one end of the stroke. See 
Epigraphical Table, Series I, T (2). 

We may therefore conclude that the punches were all narrower 
than the lettering seen on the coins, but probably of the same 
length, 1 and that the engraver, after hammering the punch into 
the die, broadened with a tool the incision thus made and finished 
oft the corners, increasing the slope of the fish-tail ends of the 
uprights. 


(3) The \erj thin lettering which is seen occasionally on coins 
is probably due in some cases to the omission of the encraver to 
broaden the punch-marks; tat duplicates show that it is some- 
iraes due to faulty striking of the coins, the flan failing to take 
the full impression of the die.’ It is not, therefore, possible to 
conclude with certainty that the thin lettering gives ns the un- 
ouehed work of the punch. How nearly the lettering of the later 
serif, are added and the verticals are convex instead 
in, Zr'r Semb ' ra the 8hape b “ d «‘ f U» punches, it is 
setlarat $ ° t^ ' th ‘ 5 lilter peri(xl the serits are a<Wed ' ritb 

separate punches and are sometimes omitted,’ 

V°h 329 ^ 5) WiUi ““ * 

inserintion «•*». * *. ’ a%e u P n ght strokes in the obverse 

on tL f" r h0ri20ntal ■**» to complete the letters; 

nothing but vertical stroka P ip 3 ’T’ imcr 4>U°n consists of 
P alone are complete the rem 1 T" T"‘ ^ ^ 

vertical stroke, only. ' On tall, ‘tl “ • insl:r! P tion bcil « 

to lie carefully spaced out in «, u leS ° C ° InS tb ° Upri 8 hts seem 
horizontal strokes to be insert^ ,17^’ ^ ^ 

,n “ k! "K «** two die, at least the 7 Beem *° ^ 

SE * the eD gravers punched first 


1 See below, p. i, " 

tbe tame reverse die; the Senin» , ’ t , 1I1 \ 1114 * tw ° coins struck from 

letten ate witbont lerifs. ' ° n the ot verae of which tome of the 



the uprights and finished them off with the graving tool before 
punching the horizontal strokes. It seems natural to suppose that 
this was the regular practice, as it would be quicker in working 
witli a punch to hammer into the die the strokes that one punch 
would make, rather than to keep changing tools in order to finish 
off one letter before beginning another. 

Having arrived at the conclusion that punches were used in 
making the inscriptions on the dies, it is possible to find varieties 
of lettering which may he traced to a change in height or shape of 
the punches used at different times by engravers, and thereby 
to obtain further evidence of the chronological sequence of the 
coin-types of this period. 1 With the evidence that has been drawn 
from Finds, Overstrikes, and Mules, a considerable number of the 
types of these four reigns have already been placed in chronological 
sequence, and this order, which is shown on pp. xli-xlii, connects 
the various series of epigraphical groups which serve to allocate 
most of the types at present unplaced. 

The most important epigraphical change of this period takes 
place in the reign of Henry I ; on the coins of the two Williams, 
as on Anglo-Saxon coins, the uprights of the letters have concave 
sides and more or less fish-tailed ends without serifs ; so, too, on 
four of the .types of Henry I. The remainder of Henry's coins 
and those of Stephen belong to quite a new epigraphical class, 
having uprights with convex sides and serifs added by means of 
separate punches at both ends, serifs being also sometimes present 
at the ends of the horizontal stiokes of E, E, &e.; improved 
(i. c. less rudimentary) forms of lettering, notably A, 1^, V , are 
found on coins of this new class, and also on coins of one type 2 
only of the old class, a type which may therefore safely he regarded 
os the last of the types which bear the old form of lettering. 

The Epigraphical Table shows clearly the distinction between 
these two classes. Series I-IV comprising the earlier class, and 


1 See AW Chron 1918, pp. 399 ff. 

* ‘Annulets and Piles’ type of Henry I (Hks. 257). 
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Senca V-IX the later. The nine series into which the epioraphical 
groups are there divided reflect the use of different forms of 
punches in the cutting of the dies; in each series the normal 
orms o a the letters and the most important varieties are 
ngured. The drawings are to the scale of 2 to 1 
Of the four series of the old class, two arc found on types of 
Henry I the later of which must he that in which occur the new 
forms of A, ,,, V „ Series IV . Seri03 m wjn theretm 

the other ser.es of the old class which is found on coins of 
tfe I 1 T “'' erS two Williams with 

and „ of r ; 0me C ° im ° E ' V “ de[1 ^ (Hks 250) 

have ofTCT tWe (Hk8 ' 247) ' 

* Cross Fleur j ^ e ’ ^ enes anc * the coins of the 

Seim ™; na P, ra ' (Hks - 248 >. which have lettering of 

two contain typjrf Henlr 'll f ° rms five 6eries ' of which 
the remaining one contains tv"* I ‘ yPeS ° E Stei, h«' ; 

and may therefor. u i ^ pes of ^oth Henry I and Stephen, 

types and the two serilof' ' SuT™ ^ ‘ W ° Se ™ S ° f 
groups together ni ® p ien ^P 63 > this middle series 
which ZtaTrS b ° Hk8 ' 2C2 . ** and 26 P, 

Henry and the first two of Stlb^ 't 1,6 ’ a8t ‘ W ° typCS °' 
senes (no. VIIl nm«t , , P 6n ' Immec hately preceding this 

type that Zh : 0 l ; p, : ed *— containing Hks. «£. the 

«« VI, „nd the ^ 262 : ‘his is therefore 

‘he two scries of Stephen trues the ^ ^ T ' °' 

k, ‘ ‘We of the reign, must h. u! T “"‘““‘"S Hks. =68, the 
therefore he numbeied IX nnrl vttt 6 ater ’ and these serie3 can 
The nine series .arc diff > res P e ^vely. 

‘he old and now classes of feu the “ nin divis! ° n of 

uprights; measurement shows sH?'” 7 ^ ‘ ie lle ‘ gll ‘ ° f ‘ b ° 

Of lettering on coins of the te a ' r “ rint; on in the height 

tliat the engraver, in finish; ° Eer ^ es that it is safe to assume 

^ ‘he n^por Z ^ “• hept 

‘he atmkes without increasing their 

©Qt. The measurement 
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is taken to the centre of the top and bottom of the uprights. 
There is also marked difference in finish and breadth of lettering 
in the different series. Probably the engravers copied a model 
set them by the chief engraver, so that the finish of the letter 
is not the original effort of the individual workman based 
on the traditions of the mint, but a close copy of the chief 
engraver’s original design ; otherwise it would be impossible to 
account for the very close resemblance of the finished lettering on 
the coins; presumably the workmen were usually unable to read 
or write, and ignorantly copied the model set them. 1 The variety 
of form and height of these uprights may be seen on the following 
diagram, on which the uprights are drawn to scale (tliree times 
the original size) upon a ground ruled with horizontal lines which 
mark halves of millimetres in the original : 2 


I SERIES 1 SERIES 

1 1 ! « 1 

SERIES | 
m : 

i series] 

I 1 


M 


A A 

ii 

m 

uur 

i::i| 

mil 

s~s 

= s 

mm 


Series I is the lettering in use at the beginning of the reign 
of 'William I, and continues through ten types bearing the name 
of William; it includes also some of the coins of the eleventh 
William type (Hks. 250, * Cross Voided’ type). It is not, however, 
a strictly homogeneous series, but is comprised of three groups 
which differ slightly in finish but hardly enough to necessitate 
the creation of three separate series. The earliest of the three 
groups is seen on coins of the first four types of William I, and 
•occasionally on coins of his fifth (‘Two Stars’), and sixth (‘Sword ’) 
types, and is of the form represented in the table; it is usually 
narrower and slightly smaller (2-2 mm.) than that which 
follows it (24 mm.). The second group with thicker up- 
rights appears first on the fourth (‘Two Sceptres’) type and 
continues to the eighth ('Paxs') type. On Hks. 244 the third 

1 For intelligent attempts to copy a blundered model see below, p. ensri. 

4 This block is reproduced from Xtttn. Citron., 1913, p. 404, by kind permission 
of the Council of the Royal Numismatic Society. 

d 2 







Hi 


INTRODUCTION 


group appears a lettering of the same li eight as the preceding, 
but having as its characteristic more marked fish-tail ends to tlie 
uprights ; this continues on Hks. 246 and some coins of Hks. 250. 
Thus, with the exception of these slight varieties within the series 
(it must be remembered that the drawings of Series I represent 
rather the earlier than the later style of this series). Series I 
continues throughout the first ten types bearing the name of 
William and on some coins of the • Cross Voided ' type (Hks. 250). 

The finish of the lettering of the first eight types is very good, 
and carefully worked, especially in types III to VIII, but after 
the • Paxs ' type there is a very marked decline both in the striking 
of the coins and in the finish of the dies. 


tes II represents a much larger lettering (2-8 mm.) with 
coarser finish and more careless striking. It is used on some 
“7 ‘ ' Cr ° Sa Voided ' ‘JT 0 <Hks. 250) nnd ail the coins 

‘ h l, Cr ;* Patt& a “ d f>»T' type (Hks.247>). The fact 
that Hies. 50 forms a transitional type containing lettering of 

bet ' "m r 11 c0nfirms lhe previous evidence of its position 
between Hks. 246 and Hks. 247. 

fofT-Tb flu ^ 5 “ ° f “ “"rower and less clumsy 

Prig'hts b r°“7 r h<,Uer fi " ish “ d ««*« neatness, the 

used o“ tlm “ ? 7 ‘° P ^ th “ - «» W » - 

“21 vz?" F, r ana piies- < h ^ =«> 

t JT e (Hks. 25!) with the n'ame of" He, 7! ^ 
connexion is thus fo™„l , . A epigraphtcal 

coins, confirming the 

William II, and defining . k " 48 as 11,0 last type of 

of Finds lfit a doubt whether HU l " 

Shillington find, or Hks. 251 wl,' h ' OC0urs m tte 

find (see above nn xxiii-x ' IC 1 WCUni m the Bermondsey 
Hccy I. The evidence 0^7^ tjTe ° f tha re! e“ 
correct; i„ fact . , “ e B "mond S ey find is therefore 

^typetfthe Shiiiington find, Hks. 252, has 




Chron., 1913, p. 40i, i 


very 
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lettering of the new class with serifs and convex uprights, and 
must therefore at the earliest come later than the four Henry 
types with lettering of the ohl class. 

Series IV (1*8 nun.) is the last of tlie old concave style. The 
uprights are usually disproportionately broad, giving an ugly squat 
nppcnrnncc to the letters. It *covers three types of Henry I — 
the ‘Profile and Cross Floury' (Hks. 231), ‘Pax’ (Hks. 233), and 
‘ Annulets nnd Piles' (Hks. 237) typos; of the first two of thc«e 
three types we have at present found no evidence of position, 
but tho third (Uks. 237) has already boon shown, from the forms 
A, K nnd \r,' to be the last ty]>e with lettering of tho old 
class. In the word PAX in the field of Ilka. 233 occurs the form 
of /V found in the inscriptions of Hks. 237, sometimes with mid 
sometimes without the upjwr lw\r. This first appearance of a true 
A form * may perhaps Ik; taken ns evidence that the ‘Pax* type 
immediately precedes Hks. 237, hut this conclusion is by no means 
a certain one, for the u«e of tho letter in the uonl PAX may 
lx> conventional, as we find n rimilar true A form in PAXS on 
coins of Hks. 211 nnd also on the coins of Harold. The 'Profile 
and Cross Floury* (Hks. 231) and ‘Pax’ (Hks. 233) types may 
therefore be placed provisionally ns second nnd third types, with 
the ‘Annulets and Piles’ (Hks. 237) typ<» as tho fourth type 
of the reign. On the last of these three typ*-s there npj«*ars a 
slight tendency to make the lettering narrower and more legible, 
but the height is only very slightly increased, and the execution 
remains careless nnd ill finished. 

Serin V (2-3 mm.). Tins is the first feries of the new class 
with serifs and conrox uprights. It includes all the coins of: 

' Voided Cn«NS and Fleurs’ type (Hks. 2G7), 

‘Pointing Bust and Stars' lyj*“ (Uks. 2GG), 

‘ Quatrvfoil and Piles* typ“ (Hks. 232). 

* Larger Profile nnd Cm** and Annul-t^ ’ type /Hks. 23G) ; 

1 F*-e *‘«o tsclv * ea It tt» r G p. ttv.L 

* With Ike of ef ««)*»’ f-srsa* ca %s»; k* rj r ,-r»;k)'il 

TAle, Seriw t, A. *, 5, C. 
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‘ Cross in Quatrefoil ' type {Hks. 263), 

‘ Full Face and Cross Fleury ’ type (Hks, iv), 

1 Double Inscription ’ type (Hks. 258). 

Ot these types, Hks. 267 is connected by the Bari find with 
Hks. 257, which has been placed rls the fourth of the reign, and 
Hks. 266 is connected by a mule with Hks. 267. The other two 
types, Hks. 252 and 256, which have this series of lettering only, 
must he placed as the seventh and eighth types, but there is no 
evidence to show which of the two is the earlier. The order of 
the three remaining types, which form transitional types from 
eries to Senes VI, is already filed by the mules in the Hunterian 
collection (see above, pp xl-xli). 

The earliest form of lettering of this series, at the introduction 

Ihtlv T Tn r VeX , ’ PrightS ' vHh V (Hks. 267), differs 
rather ^ f ° rm8; * is somcwhat higher (2-7 mm.), 

lctteriw. a" ’' ery m “ Ch fi ° er !n ““'■‘‘on. 1 The 

and so co„T 3S t ^ USMl f ° rm ° n ‘TP* VI 

begins ^ ^ 

Henry thev nrA , T . fifth ’ Slxth ’ and seventh types of 
types almost invariA^T* 8 ' 011 ” 11 ^ ^ ™ the e!ghth and later 

It covers lettering, 

of which is connected by”" 8 ' ’ * HtS ' type8 ’ the lotler 

in Quatrefoil ' 

’ It was pointed out abovTp " ‘ 

There are a few isolated instance, on earlier coins. 
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type (HIch. 2G2) ; fotne coins also of Hks. 2G2 have lettering of this 
wrivs. Ilks. 2GI is thus fixed as the twelfth type of the reign. 

Series VII (2*3 mm.) Includes coins of the last two types of 
Henry I and of the first two types of Stephen (Ilks. 2G2, 255, 270, 
2G9). It is n larger lettering and has uprights with less curved 
rides; the dies appear for the most part to have been carefully 
finished. A still larger style of lettering seems to have come into 
occasional use for obverse inscriptions during this scries ; this larger 
lettering (2*7 mm.) is found on the obverse of somo coins of 
Stephen h first type (Hk.s. 270) which read STIEFNE, and nl^o 
on a few coins of his f-ccond type (Ilks. 2G9); examples of it may 
l>e *-000 on PI. L. 11, LI. 11, LIU. 4. 

Series VIII (2 mm.) is a small lettering with strnighter sides to 
the uprights, their convexity being now scarcely visible. Some 
coins of Stephen’s second type (Hks. 2G9) fall into this wrics, 1 
which includes also the coins of the * Cross and Fleurs’ (Uk.«. 27G) 
and * Lorcnge Fleury and Annulets’ (Ilk.s. six) types, and aome 
coins apparently of the type figured on n. LV. L Of this last ty]*e 
only two specimens arc known to me; on ono (sec Mow, p. 3G7, 
no. 179, TL LV. 1) the lettering is of Series IX, on the other* the 
obver>e is illegible and the reverv* has lettering of Series VIII; 
this therefore seems to 1« the transitional typo of Series VIII 
and IX. and Hks. 27G and xix may be placed immediately after 
Hh>. 209 as the thin! and fourth types of the reign, though there 
i-. no v\idence to f-bow which is the earlier of the two. 

Series IX (2*G min.) returns to a much larger lettering. The 
types falling into this writs an*, l<esidcs the transitional tvp* jtist 
mentioned as the fifth of th«* reign, the remaining two tvp*a 
of Sttphcn, Hks. xviiib aud 2C8, of which Hks. 2G3 is already 
p! iced as the last type by the Awbridg** find. On this io'ri*~s 
thstv si’ins to lie Jorae irregularity of height, w.f of I lie uprights 

* .\!»a js-rLap» a ?<•». fcst rtrt f*v. «f Stejfcta’* £rti t»|-* tHk».?7}‘.. 

-V***. arr*. |91* r . 

* H. Rath a (lH-> rrTtrw u itlsstratel ia .'Vw. Oes, 1715, 

n XIX. 7 tk 
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measuring as much as 2-8 and others only 24 mm. ; it may he that 
here again a larger lettering was sometimes used for obverse 
inscriptions, as on some coins of Stephen's first type. 1 * The coins 
liavo for the most part a coarse and unpleasing appearance, due 
partly to the clumsiness of the lettering and partly to the roughness 
m execution of the dies. This large lettering is also seen on some 
com., of the first issue of Henry II (the so-called • Tcalby > type). 

The results thus obtained from cpigraphical evidence, and the 
association of this evidence with that of Finds and Mules, may be 
seen below, pp lxvi-lxvii. 

. In ‘ he Ethical Table the ordinary forms of letters in use 

“ j™ 3 ar<! fi 8” rcd ' “Ml “Iso the chief varieties ; from these 

whiT f0ras ° a ““ 0t rery “"'1 in-egtilar work 

which are mentioned lelowv 

forte^lh™ 'T 3 “ ‘ he ‘“ MC " re th ° 3 “ 

William I- 8 ., °. ea ' ,er “” d morc commoa »” Uio early types of 
ZSL Jtl'f ' mli r ° ! ** *"> Strol « *«* to 

s“; £ th , 1 H,e lcttcr “ rcd “ Kd two parallel 

the reigns of WilUam i ™' l 'n'* 1 r0m '‘'° S in us “ throughout 
Henry I. &n ^ nn ^ three types of 

occ T „ra raratt7'r S t iIS aV° *?„ * ^ “ ““ “ dd «>. 

““ ^(Phni^V^ iiii s- n a 5 f ! P '~’ P- 46 - 

‘he letter M is suhstituttd fo'r ^ UP " Sh,S ' 

Eoem4:p,3,no.9 (£ . I . I . s) P -.““.Hr. 

Form 5 : p. 75, no. 402 (Pi. „ ... „„ 

Pnxst alTeotaof th WU hth ' 1 <T ° Prk the^orf 

s7 “n? ^ 0t Wi " ,am 1 

series III. f orm 0 „ *' 

I. type I, in’ ° WerSe ° £ * Wfaehester coin of 

1 See above, p. 1 7 . 

* P- cxrxviii. 
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upper end is uncertain, nor is it quite clear whether there is a 
central cross-bar (see PL XXXV III. 10). 

In Scries IV, forms 2 and 3 are found in the word PI? 54 
on type III of Henry I, 1 and nre both in regular use on type IV, 
the old form being now abandoned. 

The forms of this letter in the new class of lettering, Series V-IX, 
call for no comment ; a largo top bar with serifs is introduced in 
Series VII and continues to the end of the period. In Series IX 
both barred and unbarred forms are found on types VI and VII 
of Stephen. 

B shows no varieties of importance. An interesting case of 
double-punching of this letter is seen on the coin of William II, 
p. 249, no- 202, and has already been mentioned.* 

In Series II the crescents tend to be thinner and less curved ; 
in Series III tho second form, which occurs on p. 2G4, no. 273 
(PI. XXXVII. 15), is due to tho limited space in which the engraver 
had to cut the letter. ' 

C is regularly of the square form throughout the whole of this 
period ; the second figuro of Series I shows a very natural punch- 
worker's error which occurs occasionally. The round forms 
(Scries I, form 3, Series V, form 3, and Series VII, form 2) occur 
on William I, p. 73, no. 402 (PL XIV. 8), Henry I, p. 288, no. 70, 
and pp. 323-4, nos. 231-4 (PL XI.VII. 10 ). 

35. The very straight form of loop which is figured in Series V, 
form 1, occurs on the earlier coins of the scries which have the 
finer lettering.^ Cf. p. 27G, no. 33 (PI. XI». 1). 

E. The round form of Scries I, form 2, is found on William I, 
p. 23, no. 332 (Pl. V. 10); the similar form. Scries V, form 3, is on 
a Loudon (Sigar) coin of Henry I, type VI, in the Hunterian col- 
lection. In Series V and VI the horizontal bars of E, ns aho of 
E nnd p, are sometimes with, sometimes without, serifs; in 
Series VII they are more common without serifs, but are still 

1 Sec ubore, p. LiL * p- xlriL 

* See atxjre, p. Hr. 
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measuring as much as 2-8 and others only 24 mm.; it may 1 
here again a larger lettering was sometimes used for < 
inscriptions, as on some coins of Stephen’s first type. 1 Tin 
have for the most part a coarse and unpleasing appeamn 
partly to the clumsiness of the lettering and partly to the rot' 
in execution of the dies. This large lettering is also seen o 
coins o£ the first issue of Henry II (the so-called ‘Teal by t;> 
The results thus obtained from epigraphical evidence, c 
association of this evidence with that of Finds and Mules, i 
seen below, pp. lxvi-lxvii. 

In the Epigraphical Table the ordinary forms of letter* 
in each series are figured, and also the chief varieties ; froi 
are omitted the forms on coins of very coarse and irregul.- 
which are mentioned below. 4 

A. The first two forms in the table are those in regular * 
former being the earlier and more common on the early t 
"William I; the inclination of the two strokes tends qui 
diminish, and the form of the letter is reduced to the two 
strokes of the second form, which remains in use thri 
the reigns of William I and II, and the first three t. 
Henry I. 

The third form, similar to form 1 but with a cross-bai 
occurs rarely: p. 7, no. 31 ; p. 10, no. 55 ; p. 22, no. 114 
no. 234 (PI. HI. 4; V. 3 ; IX. 1). Similarly, witli parallel r 
the letter H is substituted for on p. 22, no. 117. 

Form 4: p. 3, no. 9 (PL I. 8). 

Form 5 : p. 75, no. 402 (El. XIV. 8) ; p. 82, no. 445 ; a S 
coin of the second type of TVaiiam I (York Museum) ; in t 
PHXS on all coins of the eighth type of William I. 

Form 6: p. 37, no , 196 fp; yn. 

Series III, form 2, occurs on the obverse of a Wmchcstc 
Henry I, type I, in lf r . Lockett's collection ; this is a • 
formed letter eng raved somewhat carelessly; the finisl 

* p. cxxxvui. » 


1 See above, p. It, 
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and p. 263, no. 280 (PL XXXV 1 1. 11, 1G). The round type alone is 
found in Series IV, but with the introduction of the new style 
in Series V the form made with crescent punches is re-introduced, 
and the round form does not appear again. 

Some strange forms of this letter have occasionally been noted, 
e.g. iVunt. Chron., 1901, p. 288 (British Museum coin, p. 273, 
no. 27), duo in this and some other cases to a Haw in the die, or, 
more frequently, to the letter being engraved over the impression 
of a vertical punch (sec PI. XVI. 5 ; XIX 14). 

P. There are no varieties of this letter, except such slight 
varieties as are duo to the careless punching of the loop; an 
instance is shown in Series I, form 2 (cf. on William I, p. 137, 
no. 728, the last letter of the reverse inscription). 1 

B. This letter, similarly, has only varieties due to careless punch- 
work ; a strange instance is shown in the Table (Series I, form 2), 
on which the loop has been punched away from tlie vertical stroke 
at the end of the tail, which is itself placed nearly at right angles 
to the vertical; see William II, p. 246, no. 187, the It in the 
inoneycr s name (PI. XXXIV. 7 ). 

A coin of Henry I, p. 329, no. 276 (PI. XL VIII. 0), has in the 
inint-namonn instance of this letter with a true-formed tail with 
double curve (K). instead of the usual small crescent; traces of 
double-punching within the letter incline one to think that this 
must bo made with a new tail-punch, but I have not met with 
this form elsewhere in this period. 

S. How much of this letter was made by punches is not always 
quite clear it s.Uov.-ft considerable variety in Conn, due partly to 
difference in the finish of the central part of the letter, the usual 
practice being to form the letter of two small cre«cent and two 
small wedge punches. For lessor varieties see William I, nos. 11, 
15,4:*, 70 (n. L 10, 13; II. 1 G; III. 10), al "0 the S in PJ?i*S 
throughout type VIII, where the crescent punch-marks overlap 


* The fourth form of W should also be classed as P; trt beIo*\ p. SIO, 
no. 100, and f'livta. 
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form 2 ; all the known coins of typo XV, with one exception,' 
having form 2, or, rarely, form 3. On some coins of type V which 
have the earlier style of Series V, the reversely barred form (form 1 
of Senes V) is still retained in use, but it disappears before flic 
introduction of type VI. 


wn- ° T ^ } ® er * es * * s that in regular use in the reign of 
11 am ; it seems not to have been punched into the die, hut 
to have been marked out with compasses, and afterwards, like 
punched letters, thickened and finished with a tool.' as in the 
“ I ’ eIlet ia frequently visible in the centre. The sire 
vanes considerably, a very small form (Series I, form 2) hem; 
me ,mes seen." The letter is not uncommonly found in the form 

accidental > ^ tt! ' t " ^ “ 5 '' U ’ C ««>*» ° E ^ >*- 

(Series I f ? ™ ° n t,,e d ' c * A l)ouUo form sometimes occurs 

r to rn 3 ' r' ,iCh misht *» cither to double-punching 

• t IZ " l “if ■» «>e wrong position and re marking 
on the wrong footf '* d ° UW> ' Swinging the compasses round 

the D l“«er(Serieffr 0t TCm “ m 1 is a different form of 

before type VIII . on type VIII ,1 , ' ‘ ,S ” ry ^ Eo,1,,J 
on William ITs first t 16 tU ° forras ar e equally common; 

is the one in regular use th ^ m ® Je by tvro crescent punches 
this type and rare on t * ^ ° tlier form being not frequent on 
the round form returns inf 6 * ° D * ntr0( iuction °£ Series II 
small size (Series II f orm r ^*’ u ^ r USe » and is not uncommonly of 
on type III anc j rare j qq * ® enea H form 3, occurs occasionally 
type is regular, form •> <^-1^ ^ ® er * es HI a small round 


occurring on William II, p. 264, no. 271, 

J. A C ° in iR th * 

E * ead,n - •*c , o»pxn:on j in: 


«wn,-l G r aWe 'P-^. 


Williaml,p ^ „ , n 

w. n:— w’ P 7 ' no - 511 (PL 2CVTH. Q) . _ 

2S9 /w * ... '' William I, p. 16, no. 78 




See p. 54, no. 281 (pl k ^ X ‘ l4) '• “Wmiam II, pp . 229-3o" nos! 8^ 90. 
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DH, TH. The Anglo-Saxon form, D, remains in use on coins 


nearly to the eml of the reign of Henry I; its last appearance is 
on the Bath coin of Henry I, type XIII, p. 295, no. 87 (PI. XLUL 2 ) 
The earliest appearance of TH as separate letters is on the Bristol 
coin of Henry I, type X, p. 585, no, 57 (PI. m i 0 ). I„ the name 
of the mint, Thetford, the form D is earlier abandoned for the 
letter T; on Henry I's third type the D form is used, hut on the 
fifth 1 and later types the name of the mint appears as TETFO, fc 
The regular form of the letter is form 1, Series I ; it is made as 
D noth the addition of a wedge-shaped stroke on either side of the 
vertical, each pointed towards the vertical . form 2 shores a variety 
with the wedges pnnehed with broad ends towards the vertical, 
p. 25, no, 133 ; ,n form 3 a longer wedge has been punched through 
the ioop ir^tead of two small wedges through the vertical, William I, 

Viral V’ ' i67 ' 170 ' ln ' I* 178 (PI. IV. 14; 

, OH 00 ” 1S mat k a sma H instead of n large crescent 

error •’ th" ’ ^ ^ ^ *** 3) ' F ° m 5 is a punch-worker’s 

lartre cresef ^ ^ USCd the 8trai S ,lt punch instead of the 

dies) form 2 of tins « • ^ Hunterian com from the same 
impressions one 0^ ^ "***** 

one being omitted, this b ' * Wlthm the lctter * the on{er 

and IV; on the inf A 0011103 ^ ,e re gular form of Series ID 
the -■ •»- 

IP fin ii, e “ med n S M the vertical. 


n n ,, . ° ‘“iijugu uie vertical. 

0n the first three tynes oF Wn- 
figured in Series X form 1 * " llJ,am I the diphthong form 
(a VIII. I0); lhis t.ff. p. 42, no. 224 

strobe to the letter E - a * ‘i a . Cain S a ^ on g wedge-shaped 


a short, instead of alono- \ i ^ ^P^thong form, but made with 
e ‘ V‘ P- uo. 78. 3 Series I a ^ so used, Series I, form 2, 




k which occurs on some coins of 


' These two f Thelfor<1 wins. , - . . 

are not distinguished in th» „ See _ LeIow ' * CMIT1 * 


d in the text of the Catalogue. 
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the earliest typos of William I, becomes the only form in use at 
the end of the reign; it consists of the bars of an K attached to 
the pccornl vertical of an A, the verticals of A being littlu or 
not at nil inclined towards each other at their tipper end ; in 
appearance, therefore, it does not differ from IE. This form con- 
tinues to the end of the old class of lettering; it is found on 
Hemy Is third typo, and on a coin of his fourth type in 
Major Carlyon-Brittons collection, 1 if the moneyer’s uame on this 
coin rends, as I think, SIEFIIXE. In Series VII the diphthong 
appears in the natural form, the bars of an E being nttnehed to 
the pecond stroke of an A. I have found no instance of the u«e of 
the diphthong during Scries V and VI, * but ns in every form that 
occur**, except the first two fonns of Series I mid that of Henry I, 
type IV (when a new A form had just been introduced), the K-irs 
of an E are add'd to the form of A at the time in u<e, it Is reason- 
able to suppose that in Series V and VI the form would Is* similar 
to that of Series VII; the change of form (which is in reality 
de|H-ndent on the form of A) cmucs most probably with the change 
from the old to the now class of lettering. 

►I*. The custom of placing a ciw? nt the beginning of both 
observe and reverse legends is continued throughout this period 
with few exceptions. 5 This initial cross is formed of a vertical, 
usually thinner than that of tl»* ordinary letter*, with a av.-dgo- 
shap-sl stroke on either s-tde of it. Sometimes the cros-har i* 
formed by a single stroke similar to the vertical, Serb's I. form 2. 
I'cirm 3 shows a common \aricty with broad \crtical like that of 
other letters; this form is always j>«sl in Series IV instead of that 
with a thin vertical. In th« new class of h tiering tie* f«,m« 


* rA'T**., imi, PL in. la 

* In .V, Om, IMI, |*. 63, it tilt IK .*! ca VII 

(IU*. 2\2 ; \\\ J. A. IV f. lut I can tr 1 re iniac/-*- c 1 ti-» *!.; III '-=? o-csrrls? 
Ca ltd* ia ttj» cr »r.r ctfcrr ?*rm **sr*ji lie ce? *jts !nl '.it*/, p- •-'} 
fron a tab 

* Willjfi I, n.2T.r.?i. HW /rofaf ; f.lW.1*.? ‘‘(thw)! VtiL.aall, 

J*. iSt, E". \ r r II*ett I, e! all c'.ei ct lyj*r XI i |\ 215 , 

ca. ITT (ct as I p. 3J *, ca. 151 (ottfr*eb 
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vary with or without serifs, and with straight or wedge-shaped 
limbs. 

The use of compound, or ligatured, letters seems to begin in the 
fifth type of William I ; the only earlier instance that I have met in 
this reign is in type I (p. 8, no. 38, and p. 11, no. 59); in 
types V to VII they are not common, but in type VIII they are 
frequent, and continue in common use in the later reigns. They 
have no significance, and are evidently used merely for the saving 
of space or, sometimes, are due to an error of the die engraver. 
Occasionally as many as three letters are run together, e.g. Ml on 
p. 223, no. 52, &c., M*. on p. 153, no. 823. 


Order of Types. 

tbe ev5dence for tha arrangement of 
Series 3 P am1 ™ h le . ft ‘ * h ,® t >T es ^ bracketed by the Epigrapkical 
pp. xxxix ff \ anrl Vi Mules (with references to numbers on 

between the hrarl t Dum ^ >ers of Hawkins’s plates are inserted 

Tte 

”* '■&«»«. on r. tab. 

Brtt. Urn. 1 “? *! c ”'™ . MK, PP. 211 ff, «”* 

' Yl ‘ m - Clron , 1001, pp. 43 g.'.j -V “ nd classification of types of Henry I in 
* Overstock on type i fn’d ”» ° f [ SU P 1 ' e “ i° £nr. Xwm. Jnm., vol. viii, p. 3S6. 

in type iy (p. zxxi,- ( no « 

>n type VI (p. xniy, no. 6). 
n typo VII (p. xxxlr, no. 7). 

>n William I. ty pe VIII r,, ' _• 

» I, m, ^ 


Overslruck o 
OverstrucL. o, 

Overstrack o: 

Overstruck o 
Overstruck o 
Overstruck o 

J*'»ii^n , Idm'iE,f^ I Jilp a.., . 


1. 12, 13). 
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Semes 

I 


Stines 

II 

SCBIES 

III 


Sxntrs 

IV 


Sr*JtS 

V 


Sinus 

VI 


Srnio 

VII 


SniiEfi 

VIII 


Sum 

IX 


/Confessor 
William I 


William II 

t* : 

Henry I 


Stephen 


Henry II 


P.C.B. 

OR 

W.J.A . 1 Moles Hks. 


I 

IP 

III 

IV 
V* 
VI 4 


II 

III 

IV 

V 
VI 


ll* 


-Jllu 

■Zi 


2 , U'- 


(23G 
. f 237 
I233]ll 
243j“ 


VII » 

VII 

(«> 

<239 

3 

VIII 4 

VIII 

1241 

J 

I T 

1 


<214 


II* 

2 

(71 

12IG~ 


III 

4 


250 


IV* 


(S) 

<247 

4 

V 


1243 

1 

A 

I 

1 


251_ 


11“ 

11 


254 


111“ 

III 


233 


IV» 

VI 


257' 

I 

V 

VII 

W 

J2G7. 

VI 

VIII 

12CG 


VII » 

rv 


252 


VIII 

v 


25G 


IX 

X 

X 

CJO) 

(2G3 


XI 

,1 i.i 


XI 

XII 

(11) 

253 


XII 

IX 


2GI 


XIII 

XIII 


<2G5 

i 

XIV 

XIV 

<12) 

( 202 J 

J ] 

XV 

XV 


255 

1 


1 


<270 

II 

2 

(13) 

12G9. 


III 

3, or 4 


27G 


IV“ 



xix 


V 



— 


VI 

4, or 3 

. xriii It 

L 






VII ... 5 ... 

.First (*Tealby'J Issue 
For notes »« j>r*«dlr; 


m 
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For this attribution of eight types to William I ami five to 
William II there seems considerable probability, though there i, 
no definite evidence. It rests mainly on the proportion of types 
to tiro years of the reign and a comparison svitli that of other 
ragns.' Many other arguments have been and might be produced 
" : aV °“ r ° E t,l!s *>nt they are all conjectural and open to 

senous objection. That the find type issued after the accession 
o a A Orman king would necessarily be in profile • cannot be main- 
tained rn the face of the strung evidence in favour of placing the 
tr - ace type (Hks. 2al) at the beginning of the reign of Henry I. 
« mrght be considered satisfactory to divide tire types at a 
point where no mule exists. i„ which ease the only variants 
to the present attribution are to draw the lino before or after 
Hks. 1.43, or before or after Hks, 250. and none of these divi- 
■ ns grves so satisfactory a proportion; hut, on the other hand, 
mules exist not only with „ n obverse of Edward Confessor 
and reverse of Harold II, = h„t even with an obveree of Edw.nl 
Coufpr and the reverse ofWiMiam Is second typo (see Wow, 

1080-7 on ii L ' VE1 °- A"" E)0<m ass '£netl to n date within the period 
1001 n 1831 '°1 °. V1 ,. enCe ° E lbc D “ rl ‘am coinage (ITttro. CAron, 

tti vr “r roins t 

-0 of the word j>„" “2 ’ V °'- “■ 148 )' “ lt ' 

supposed to have aav refe dCSISn ° f "' C coaM lic 

the only period in wl ■ 1 ? *° 1,10 co " <1 ‘tion of the country. 

William cXeaJnaHv h ' ^ ' P “ M ' ^ 

years of the reign of William Til '',° UM ^ <IUri ° S l ''° l05t 
abandoned tbeir scheme of invasion'" 'A ‘° “ fter ‘ he D ““ 
no such meaning can be sttarl, \ , lI ‘° l '“ tnmn 0t 10B3 ' B °‘ 
the coinage when that 'design' was' ft "* f “ “ dCS!gn 

the only one issued by the 


1 See -Via,,. Chron., lOjo - ... 

dma °* “fhetweea " * Wn lhat th ' re «™ 

■ Z »"■ ■ "<• ii p. 137 *“>" f “ e “h type. 

a ’ m ■ 19 „5, PI. VIli. 3,.' 



unfortunate Harold II, 1 whose succession was so hazardous as 
to require indecent haste in the burial of the late king and in his 
own coronation ceremony ; who came to the throne with an inva- 
sion already preparing in Norway, and in face of the certainty of 
armed opposition from Normandy and the probability of risings 
in Northumbria, if not in other parts of the country ; who was no 
sooner crowned than he made ready for war, and defeated one 
enemy only to meet his death immediately after at the hands of 
another. 

The dating of the types is also conjectural and can only be based 
on the proportion of types to the number of years of the reign. 
It is certainly noteworthy that these and other reigns seem to 
show an average duration of two to three years for each type, 2 
and perhaps two or three years was the usual period for a type 
to run; but it is difficult to put so short a limit to the first type of 
Stephen, which there is good reason to suppose was in issue at 
the time of his captivity in 1141. 3 

A theory of the triennial issue of types has been based on tbe 
evidence of a tax called Monetagium or Monedagium, which is 
mentioned in Domesday 4 * * * 8 and in the Charter of Liberties of 
Henry I s (1100); a parallel has been found between this tax and 
the Monetagium of Normandy, 0 a triennial hearth-tax granted to 
the people by Duke William, probably in or shortly before 1080, 
as a concession in exchange for the ducal privilege of debasing 


1 See Ramsay, Foundations of England, vol. ii, pp. 2-3. Bat this type was 

not originated by the Conressor, for the coins with his obverse which bear this 
reverse type are clearly ‘mules' struck in the reign of Harold. The type must 
"have been issued by Harold. 

* See Xum. Citron., 1912, pp, 103-4. 

* See below, p. lxxv, 

* * Aluredus neposTuroldi habet 3 toftes de terra Sybi, qnam rex sibi dedit, 

in quibus habet omnes consuetndines praeter geldum regii de Monedagio ’ 

(Domesday, fob 336 b (Lincoln)). 

8 ‘Monetagium commune quod capiebatur per cinitates et comitatns, quod 
non fuit tempore regis Eadwardi, hoc ne amodo sit, oranino defendo ' (Charter 
of SJhtrtm of Htnry 1, 1100). 

* Xum. Citron., 1893, p. 131 ; 1901, p. 14 ; 1902, pp. 209 ff. ; Brit. Xum. 
Jourti., vol. ii, p. 92 (from Ruding, vol. i, p. 163, note 2) ; voL viii, pp. 114-9. 
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the coinage ; and from this it is concluded that the English coin- 
types were issued Iricnninlly. But no parallel exists;' th°e Norman 
tax was viewed as a concession from Duke William to the people, 
the English tax was evidently one of King William’s impositions, 
as its removal hy Henry I was one of this king’s concessions to 
the people; the Norman tax was levied in exchange for the 
debasement of the coinage, a baronial privilege not exercised by 
the English kings; the Norman tax was triennial and wo have no 
reason to assume the tame of the English tax ; the tax could not 
possibly be referred to the change of type, of the coins, nor, if it 
cou would it make the change triennial, but, if a parallel with 
the Nonnan tax existed, it would stop the change of type, 
allege her. The tax was, as Sir If. Ellis' rays, probably identical 

; the payments dc Jfoneta which are mentioned in Domeriay 
at several mint-towns. 

Coincidence, of types with current events arc- also misleading, as 

type; similarly, 

™ the Tvera l '™ m »’ —Hy has two stem 

in the x JTrnrT T D COn,,CcW " ill > «>0 appearance or a comet 

third type of the reiv « ”, JP ° h,U! ° 0W bccn s,lmn ’ to he the 

before the eomet appra^ed corl " inI y out of issne 

of any mints n coinage, or absence of coinage, 

coins; at Bath for ' ' ml ™ ,t,ror %' *> « means of dating the 
of William 11,'ald it ru' n ° ™ k ”°™ ° f *»= 
struction of the city W fl 1 , naturally bo supposed that the de- 
of its mint ; bnultfj V™. PU ‘ ™ °” d l ° 
the period 1089 to Janm™ looi'"" 10 ' D * wl ‘ !ch “ “signed to 
Bishop John and his »,«,» . ’ grants to st - Peter of Bath, 

the see, the whole city of p^ 8 ’ la . alms for the augmentation of 
- — a » * with all customs and a mint and 


! !*? Kum - Mron., 1912, w 9 Q „ 


b7 «>’ f anangemeiit ,iace adopted 

“**■ Joum - («ee toL viii, p . &>). 
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toll’; 1 clearly the mint was still in existence, probably too in 
operation. The dating of the types must therefore be left in 
uncertainty, admitting that an approximate period of two to three 
years is the probable duration of each type. 

The monetary inquiries of 1108 and 1125 and the possibility 
of assigning certain types to these periods are discussed below, 
pp. cliv f. ; there seems to be some support in these dates for the 
attribution of a period of about two and a half years to each type. 
Some additional evidence of the order of the types may be found 
in the statement of William of Malmesbury with regard to the 
incising of coins (see below, p. cxlviii). 

Irregular Issues. 

The coins above described represent the regular issues of currency 
from 1066 to 1156 or S ; 2 such coins as can he shown to be forgeries 
of these regular issues, struck by the moneyers in base metal or of 
light weight for their own profit, are reserved for consideration 
in connexion with the control and organization of the mint (see 
below, pp. cxlix ff.). The coins here described as ‘ Irregular Issues ’ 
comprise special issues of particular mints which differ, for some 
known or unknown reason, from the regular types of the reign ; 
they may belong to the ordinary' currency of the period or they 
may have been issued by some authority other than the king, 
whether privileged by royal grant or usurping the privilege un- 
lawfully. 3 They differ from the regular issues in having the usual 
obverse or reverse design altered or vitiated in some way, or, while 
conforming to a regular type, bear an obverse inscription other 
than the name and title of the king. With one exception these all 
belong to the reign of Stephen. 4 


1 Davis, Jttgesta, voL i, no. 326. 

* See above, p. xi, note I. 

1 The privileged ecclesiastical issues of Canterbury, York, Bury St. Edmunds, 
&C-, are not differentiated from royal issues, and have therefore not been 
reserved for separate treatment 

* The type used for inscriptions of irregular coinages does not always 
accurately represent the original. 



INTRODUCTION 


. 0ne coin of 1,10 William II needs special mention. It 

“ P “ bhsbed »»<i illustrated in Bril. Xu m. Jonrn., voL viii, pp. 83 II. 
“ ra T e / n<1 rCVetB ° d “ !gn !t " nfOT ™ to the second type of 
William II ('Cross in Qnatrefoil' typo) but lears the follow™ 
inscriptions : 6 

oiv UEPirrEi-m-i- (or. M in ^ -i-LEPirrEim 

Sn - -i-nuvEovonp.v-Bro 

Cari Wei f l 18 gr " m an<1 is of good silver. Major 

son of C d" rCa, ° n f ° r “ l,ributi ”g ‘M» c °in to Llewellyn 

notele I I^Ti’ the obvers0 inscription, though the first letter h 
the name 7 ^ “ e ™ ^ intended for or Lewelin, * 

n t rand " f ^ “ d «*• «• «UUM 

m the „ t„ e mint-name RV-BEO a, Ithyd y Gem. or 

Ityt Cors, as it appears in Brut y Tyivysogum. 

barons had mi^Tn'urelr ^ ‘ h ° ° f Slci>be ° lhe 

and that forgery produced ^ “ ° n<1 ' S T d ,I ' eir °"' n m °ney;' 
■n ten or more sUllmim tl. ” " >maso “ and debased that 
bo found; 2 also, that in IHOiT t P °" C ° ro ” M 

England, struck a new • ‘^ n j° u » lv bcn lie invaded 

Duke’s money, and th t ° obtained the name of the 

bishops, earls, and barons ^ ! 10 tut nI1 the “agnates, 

* ma e * le ’ r OTVn money, but when 


“ST " i‘ sVn 

«“aii, rna '. I "‘ ,> “ t “ pereul '?■ ™' P0,i ” *«M, quot d.mi.i 

“ p T. di “" ai ISCSIS” P.t«taf» 

4 i£ 1 \ anno 1149 )- Newburgh, Rolls Series, no 82, 

Aae statement in TV w , 

et eo rapl'o/,™,^ bit * le di «'nltas mmete Sta “T'” 
pondua denarion, 3 nx du °decim denaiii rp „- ut lnter dum ex decem 
qnia, exbausto qU ° d . fuerat tempore Fer ehator ipse rer 

uequiret enfficei • fiTS** 801 imtQ enso iUo tW reg ‘ S ’ a,leriari J ussisse; 

6 (a ‘ 1140 1 Stubbs (Rolls £®. th *“ n ». ^ militum expensis 

l«o«s Senes, no. 90), vol.ii, p. 562). 
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the Duke came (on which occasion it is not quite dear), he put 
down the coins of the greater part of them . 1 

There are many coins which vary in legend or design fiom the 
regular issues of the reign, and which from their occurrence in 
finds of the normal coinage or for other reasons roust be assigned 
to tills period. It is therefore natuial to suppose that some of 
these represent the baronial issues above referred to, but there is 
great difficulty in so assigning them, owing partly to the indefinite 
information that is given us by the Chroniclers of the nature of 
this irregular coinage. In the first place it is evident from the 
passage in William of Newburgh quoted above that some barons 
•usurjicd the privilege of coining and presumably made profit by 
issuing light and base coins ; in this case we should expect their 
coins to imitate the types and inscriptions of the^ current coinage 
of the realm, and to differ from it only in quality and weight and 
perhaps in roughness of execution ; for by altering the design they 
would defeat their object of passing their base issues into currency. 
It is therefore natural to look for baronial coins of this class 
among the coarse and light coins described under tlie regular issues 
of the reign, and perhaps they may be illustrated by such coins as 
nos.142,143, 144 of the Catalogue, pp.356-7, and others ( e.g . the coin 
attributed to Watchet, p. 352, no. 113) which combine with lightness 
of weight a coarseness of fabric and an irregularity of lettering 
which seem to show that the die-engravers were not in possession 
of the punches which were used by the officials of the royal mint. 
But from the coins themselves it is evident that not only did Duke 
Henry and his mother, the Empress Matilda, strike coins, as we 
should expect, bearing their own names, but others — bishops, 
barons, &c .-~ issued a named coinage; such, for example, are 
Bishop Henry (presumably of Winchester), Eustace FitzJohn, 
Robert(?), William (?), and others. As these coins bear the names of 
their issuers and usually differ in type from the regular currency, it 
is possible that the privilege of coining was actually bestowed by . 
the King or the Empress on some of their followers ; for a usurp- 


1 Roger of EToveden (Rolls Series, no. 51), vol. i, p. 211. 
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ing authority would he likely to imitate the currency of the realm 
m order to command a wide currency for the imitations it issued 
Further, the circumstances of the Civil War, and especially the 
events of the year 1141, make it probable that the authority of 
the royal mint was to some ratent impaired, and that the control 
o some of the more distant provincial mints, especially in the 
Irorth and West, lapsed during part or this reign. 

The identification of the coins is very uncertain, and it seems 
therefore desirable, having determined, so far ns passible, which 
corns belong to the regular currency and in « hat order they uuv 
be placed, to deal separately with all the coins that differ from 
these types, and arrange them so far a., passible in groups, for the 
purpose of deciding the locality and authority that issued them, 
o er in ifhicii tiie varieties are described is one of con- 
‘ tn P°' s 'ble to make any scientific classification in 
of . acli ° E knowledge of the time and place of issue 

classes . maj0nlj o£ them - They are grouped in the following 

I- Coins struck from erased obverse dies. 

D. Coins with inscription PEREKIH 
m. Issue, hearing the king’s name, of uncertain attribution. 

‘he king-, name, of certain, or prohahle, 
local, ties: A. Midland Counties; B. Eastern Counties; 

• eo is or Border Counties ; D. York and district. 

C ° lnS DOt issued the king’s name. 

It has been assumed above that t 
■ooy be divided into seven tvn ft cutren 'T Stephen’s reign 
determined on the evidence offi^d V?" ^ "' 1 ' !Ch haS l “° 
p. hvii), but some of these tv ^ MUIeS ’ " nd EP'SmP 11 !’ ( see 
- by so few specim^I^ ^ ^ “> 

one represents a distinct * D ° to be certain that each 

Of the first two types tliere^ 6 tIian a Vfl riety of another, 

of finds and mules bein-r Searce1 ^ be any doubt, the evidence 

two types of the rebm ” stron S to define them as the 

« lg n, and similar* the last type is ^ 



by its occurrence with Hemy H’s coins in the Awbridge find ; the 
intervening types are very uncertain. 

There is reason to suppose that the duration of the first type 
of this reign was longer than usual. It was shown above that 
it was not unlikely that the types were changed on the occasion of 
some assay or examination corresponding to the Trial of the Pyx, 
and that this took place at more or less regular intervals of two or 
three years (see pp. xii ff.), but, though the imitation of the first type 
of Stephen by the Empress Matilda in her own coinage does not 
necessarily show that the issue of this type continued till 1139, 1 
the fact that the majority of the irregular coinages of the reign 
copy the obverse or reverse design of the first type makes it 
probable that this type was still in issue, or at least prevalent in 
currency, as late os 1141, the time of the king's imprisonment and 
the greatest confusion in the country. 2 Nor is it unlikely that the 
civil wars threw the mint organization out of gear, and that an 
examination of the coinage was thus impossible, and the first type 
therefore issued for a longer period than usual. Nevertheless, the 
regular coinage of the reign retained its standard weight and 
fineness, and light or base coins are not more frequent in this than 
in the preceding reigns ; such as there are may be explained as the 
fraudulent work of the mint officials, or in some cases as the 
imitations of baronial mints. The tradition quoted by 'William of 
Malmesbury (see p. lxxii, note 2), that Stephen reduced the standard 
of the coinage, is therefore not supported by the evidence of the 
coins. 

1 If the issue of the second type had commenced in the preceding year, 
coins of the first type would probably still be the prerailing currency, and 
would therefore be more likely to be imitated by Matilda than the type which 
was actually being issued at the time of her landing. The use of this type 
again by Henry of Anjou might be due to his continuing the type adopted by 
his mother. 

* Cf. Brit. Xum. Jottnt., to!, vii, p. 42. 
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1 Coks or Type I struck with Er.ised Oeverse Dies. 


The following coins are known: 1 


Mint. 

Reverse Inscription. 

Form of Erasure on 
Obverse. 

Wt 

Provenance, te., ind 
Notes. 

Bristol 

BVI^DAH 

rsuEcs: 

Series of cuts, ver- 
tical and horizon- 
tal. 

23-2 

B. Roth (Rashleigb 
sale, lot 602, from 
Dartford find, 1825). 
PI. LVIX. L 


, 

” 

20-2 

W. C. Wells (from 
same reverse, and 
perhaps obverse, die 
as preceding). 

Norwich 

*AI.rPAR 

d.oh:hor 

Plain cross from 
edge to edge. 


B. Roth andT.W.P. 
Carlyon-Britton (for* 
merly CaptDouglai). 
These two coins are 
from the same dies. 


EiwFPAIt 

KOH[ 

Plain cross from 
edge to edge, and 
additional small 

crossinsecondand 

fourth angles. 


Nottingham Museum 
(from Nottingham 
find, 1880). 

” 

*oTr/v:o 

[ ]P: 

From same obverse 
die (with erasure) 
as preceding. 

frag- 

ment 



*EDS[ 1 
n:hor j 

■iOTliEi-o 

n:nop- 

Plain cross from 
edge to edge. 

17-5 

II. if. Reynolds (from 
Nottingham find* 
1880). 

P. W. P. Carlyon- 
Britton (formerly 

Uil ton-Price) 

* This and *aW qn ent]iiu7ZrZi T 

— 
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Hint. 

Reverse Inscription. 

Form of Erasure on 
Obverse. 

wt. 

Provenance, &e., and 
Notes. 

Norwich 

tWALTIE 

koh:ho 

Plain cross from 
edge to edge. 

21-1 1 

British Museum, no. 
229. 

PI. LVII. 2. 
Another from same 
dies in P. tV. P. 
Carlyon-Britton col- 
lection. Others (from 
different dies) in Not- 
tingham Museum 

(from Nottingham 
lind, 1880) and B. 
Roth collection. 

Norwich ? 

OEVBTAE 

e:oh:i-ies 

Plain cross from 
edge to edge, and 
additional small 
cross in second (?) 
and fourth angles. 

150 1 

H. M. Reynolds (from 
Nottingham find, 

1880). 

Notting- 

ham 

*spein:o 

h:shot: 

Small cross on 
king’s face. The 
cross varies in 
form and position, 
but usually has 
limbs more or less 
patte; sometimes 
a pellet is added 
in one angle. 

14-17 

Several specimens. 
Some from Notting- 
ham and Sheldon 
finds. British Museum 
fragment, no. 229 A, 
and coin from Evans 
coll.,p.410,no. 229 'b. 

PL LVII. 3, 4. 

Stamford 

*LEFSi:o 

H.STAH: 

Pellet on each limb i 
of reverse cross, i 

Small cross on 
king’s shoulder 
and stroke through 
shaft of sceptre. 

14-8 

B. Roth (Rashleigh 
sale, lot 605). 

PI. LVII. 5. 
Another from same 
dies (a fragment, 
13-8 grs.) in \V. C. 
Wells collection. Mr. 
W. C. Wells has also a 
coin (17-7 grs.) struck 
from the same dies 
before the erasure of 
the obverse die and 
another from same 
obverse and a re- 
verseof ordinary type 
(15-2 ere)- 
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Mint 

Reverse Inscription. 

Form of Erasure on 
Obverse. 

Wt. 

Provenance, ltd 
Xotes. 

Thetford 

*B[ ]WI 

:on:tef 

Plain cross from 
edge to edge. 

15-7 

British Museum, no, 
230; and, from sas» 
reverse (and perhaps 
obverse) die, Sothetj 
sale, July 26, 1911, 
lot 553. 

PL IiVH. e. 

York 

^MARTIN 

:on:eve 

Coin of very rough 
work, bust to 1. 
without sceptre 

Two parallel cuts 
from upper to 
lower edge. 


B. Both. 

PL LVH. 7. 

Uncertain 

Mint 

(Canter- 

bury?) 

*®SBESEE 

SCAHE 

Cross on king’s 
shoulder. The 

shaft of the scep- 
tre is ornamented 
with two fleur-de- 
lys set end to end. 

20-6 

British Museum, no. 
231 (Montagu sale, 
lot 335 ; from Toplis 
collection and Not- 
tingham find, 1830) 
PL ivn. 8. 


Coins otthis type wre i D tll , folI(m 


y * u lolloping finds : 
Nottingham (uncertain number). 
Dartford (1 penny). 

Slieldon (10 pennies, 3 halfpennies) 


PP- 183-M^vhm PO ' VMU (Jrum - C7 ‘ ro ' 1 '’ 1862 ' 

a defaced or erased obverse & C ° m Ste P Ilen struck avitfi 
Empress Matilda, thVJ" 1 might beaisi S nMi f0 tte 

■* n d expense in matins ° y ° r P ur P ose of saving time 
Ikat fell into her ham! ^ ^ ° f Sle P ,,eI1 ' s 

Though we now know that c ■ ° “ “ pt, '' ity of Stephen in 1141. 
own name, this attributing Were struck bearing the Empress’s 
mints at which these defaced"”'^ 1 8101 ^ ° tcnabIe except for tbe 
above of Norwich, Thetford J 15 ' vere issued ; coins arc described 
“to 4,10 ban ds of the EmpreC T ° rt ' PkceS TCllii:h did Bot Wl 
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In Xum. Chron., 1881, pp. 42 fF., the same writer comments on 
a large number of these coins which were published by Toplis 
in his account of the Nottingham find (ibid., pp. 37 fF.) and, 
abandoning his former attribution to the Empress, he finds in 
them the ‘Duke’s Money’ 1 of the Chroniclers, that is, money 
struck by Henry of Anjou during one of Ins visits to England. 
This theory is open to the same objection ns the previous one, 
namely, that they were issued from mints over which the Duke 
never had control. 

In Hawkins’s Silver Coins (p. 178) it is said that ‘ they were 
probably struck by a partisan of Matilda, who wished to use 
Stephen's dies, but not to acknowledge Stephen’s title'; this is 
the view that has since been generally held, and in his account 
of the Sheldon find (Brit. Xum. Journ., vol. vii, pp. 59 fF.) 
Mr. Andrew adopts this view and attributes them to various 
barons, those of Nottingham to William Peverel, those of Thetford 
to Hugh Bigod, &c. 

It is noteworthy, and is elsewhere observed, that the obliterat- 
ing cross or lines are cut or punched on the die; 2 in proof of which 
several duplicates exist, and of the Stamford mint coins are known 
struck from the same obverse die both before and after the erasure 
was made upon it. It is not therefore a method of stamping coins 
of light weight or base metal in order to pass them for currency or 
reject them from it. That the object was to erase the king’s figure 
from the die is not so clear; on the Nottingham and Stamford 
coins the erasing cross falls not on the king’s face, but on his 
shoulder, and on the York coin the die is cut on either side of 
the king’s Lust. One may reasonably doubt whether any of the 
barons who usurped the privilege of coining would have hazarded 
the possibility of passing his coins into currency by deliberately 
obliterating the obverse die for the sake of marking his independence 

1 See above, p. Lxxii. 

1 From the regular form of the cross on tone coins, notably those of 
Nottingham and Thetford and some of Norwich, I aui inclined to believe 
that a punch was used ; on others the erasure has evidently been made with 
a cutting instrument. 
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of the king ; 1 if he succeeded in capturing coining dies he would 
he glad to make profit by issuing coins which could be easily 
passed into currency. There seems more reason to suppose that 
the object of obliterating the dies was to prevent their use in case 
of their falling into unscrupulous hands, in just the same way as 
dies at the present day, if kept, are obliterated by some mark upon 
their surface in order to prevent tlieir use for forgery* I am 
inclined to believe that it was by royal authority that the dies were 
operated; the erasure of the obverse or standard dies would be 
sufficient to put both obverae and reverse dies out of action, ami 
f f n'^ ^ C6n C *° ne ' Lt 4 ’ ,ncs w hen the mints were in danger 
" enem y a hands. Nottingham, for example, was 

le d by Povcrel for the Empress, but he seems to hare 
come over to Stephen in 1139, at the time that Stephen ratified 
ij 1 1 1 1 aS treaty Henry of Northumberland at Not- 
F ° 1X \ ° T r ° m tl “ s t,me unti l ,ie surrendered his castle to the 

the K- • " m ^ “ th ° Pr ' C<! of 1,h P erson al freedom, lie is found on 
in 1U0 2 " ns T ' ,<! ““W ° f th ° ^ Robert of Gloucester 
oblitor if M • mi °bt have caused the authorities oF tiic mint to 
hamK ™ '• “ *» *“ their falling into the Earl. 

tire question renmins^hy ’**" ° Uitt!rateJ for tl,ia P“ r P oae - 

obliteration? The • 101,1 Werc they put into use after the 

u-17 zL z:r iy °? ihe «■*- ■» ^ *>* weight, 

of base silver • but ^ CCrt “ mly I "“' e tllc appearance of being 

Bristol coin, it'd,, R„,hLgr S “e &u‘ y ° f . S °°‘ 1 
23-2 its. tlm i - .° oa e ^“dogne is correct, weighs 
and tlieBritishMusculTObi V 1 " 1 Mnsoum wci B , *s 2M g"- 

too, are certainly of excellenUn^T' 1 "' 7"‘ "' Ci ® hS 2 °' 0grS - ; m 

~~ t ' — cr < fts * for example, the Norwich 

Mr. Andrew gees in n, n ... — ~~ — 

‘hat, even if tl,j 8 is not too crosses a personal badge; I think 

net impose hi 9 bailee u e ° r *a e!l a me of heraldic device!, 
™ See V r.i° P " 1 40 >™' ' " ,Uch « *»7 « to deface ibe 

•» fellew (.™ n'rTx^Y‘‘ p ' S01 ' But Pererel'. po.ition I. 

lh ''“ 1 '' e ' rS »'tt» 8 hami, ,a , ! o™«S’. Si’"’ ^ «f) dal* 

* 1141 seems the more probable 
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coin mentioned above, which weighs 21*1 grs. While one would 
naturally suppose that the dies fell into the hands of the king’s 
enemies, and were turned to good account by the issue of light 
and base coins, in spite of the erasure of the standard dies, one can 
hardly believe that so good a coin as the British Museum piece 
of Norwich was issued by a usurping authority. It is not im- 
possible that, the king’s enemies having succeeded in passing into 
circulation the light coins in spite of their defaced obverses, the 
king’s own moneyers at other mints which had not been captured, 
or on the recapture of their implements, saved themselves expense 
by following the example of their enemies and bringing back into 
use dies which they had themselves erased.* The uneven quality 
of the coins of this scries increases the difficulty of its solution, 
which is at present merely conjectural. 

In Brit. JVtim. Journ., vol. vii, p. 66, Mr. Andrew describes coins 
of Nottingham which have the obverse inscription curiously 
stamped out. As he points out, the marks are not uniform on 
coins from the same die ; the obliteration was therefore not on 
the die itself. It occurs occasionally on the reverse instead of 
the obverse, and may perhaps be attributed to uneven flans or 
faulty striking rather than a deliberate obliteration of the king’s 
name on the coins. 

I have inserted hero a coin of York in Mr. Koth’s collection 
(PL I. VII. 7) ; this differs from the other coins in being struck 
from dies of extremely rough workmanship, and perhaps is the 
work of a forger's dies, which had been obliterated by the two lines 
cut on the obverse, and again used for striking false coins. 


1 Or the contrary may have been the case, i. e. the king having ordered bis 
own obliterated dies to be used in spite of the obliteration, barons were able, 
on getting possession of obliterated dies, to issue coins struck from them. Bnt 
this is obviously less likely. 


f 
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n. Corns OF Tite I with Obverse Ixscriptios PERERIE Ere. 


The following coins are known : 


Hint. 

Obverse. 

| Reverse. 

Wt. 

Pi ovenance, ic. 

Bristol 

*PERERO» 

. fcTVREBi 
eSBRIE 


Montagu sale, lot 
361. 

Bristol ? 

*PERE[ 

iTin^EM! 


B. Roth. 

Canterbury 

*pereri 

e: 

•spieeeh: 

ohicahp: 

21-4 

Brit. Mus, no. 232. 
PL LVH. C. 

M 

From same dies 

as preceding. 


B. Roth. 

PL LVII. 10. 

Lincoln 

*jpekeri 

e: 

tRAPVEF 

:on:nieo: 

20-8 

Brit.Mus.no 233 
PL Lvn. 11. 


From same dies 

as preceding 


I B. Roth. 

” 

From same dies 

as preceding. 

10-2 

Rashleigh sale, 
lot 633. 

London 

*mreri 

em: 

*PERE[Ri 

*sip A rd: 

°m:hieo: 

*ax,oged: 

°h:ivh 

20-8 

[Rashleigh 

specimen) 

19-0 

(Sheldon 
specimen) . 

] 

1 

( 

B. Roth (2 coins), 
Rashleigh sale, 
lot 634, Sheldon 
find (these coins 
aTe all from the 
same dies). 

PI. LVII. 12. 

B Roth, from same 
ibverse die as 
Allowing coin3 of 
lodricus. 



IRREGULAR ISSUES 


lxxxiii 


Mint. 

Obverse. 

Rc ” r “- 

We. 

Provenince, Ac. 

London | 

*PERERI 

e: 

*GODRIE 

vs:one 

v 

22-4, 22-7 
22-0, 22-G 

Brit.Mus.,no.234, 
Evans collection 
(below, p. 4 10, no. 
234 a), H.M. Rey- 
nolds, Rashleigh 
sale, lot G35 (all 
from the same 
dies). 

Pl.XiVTI. 13,14. 

Stamford 

*PERERI 

e: 

iEEPSEO 

h:stan 

e: 


B. Roth. 

PI. I. VII. 15. 

Winches- 

ter? 

*PE[ 

*GEFREE 

oh::;ne: 


B. Roth. 


Mr. Andrew 1 also mentions coins of Bedford, Oxford, and 
Wareham. 


Coins of this type were in the following finds : 

Watford (2 coins); 

Nottingham (1 coin described); 

Sheldon (1 coin); 

Linton (2 coins). 

Tin's series of coins was first described by Rashleigh in his 
account of the Watford find (iVum. Chron., 1850, pp. 1C5 ff.), and 
from the resemblance of the name to ' Werewic or Warwick, they 
were attributed by him to the Earl of Warwick; Paclcc (Attm. 
Chron., 189G, p. G4) pointed out the anachronism of this use of 
a territorial title by itself, and suggested that the final E might 
represent ‘Comes’, and supposed ‘PERERI’ to be a blundered 
inscription that might perhaps be appropriated to Robert Ferrers, 
Earl of Derby. But it is no less impossible to attribute to the 


1 Brit. X um. Jouni., vol. vii, p. 81. Mr. Andrew informs me that lie was 
mistaken in attributing PEREIUE coins to these mints. 
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Earl of Derby than to the Earl of Warwick coins struck at so 
many mints, including London and Canterbury. 

In Bril. Xum. Jonrn. vol. vii, pp. 81 IT., Mr. Andrew says: 
Obviously tlie only person in wliosc name money could lmve been 
issued at mints spread nearly nil over the country — and the list 
would probably bo extended if we bad not to rely for our informa- 
tion on tbe lucre accident of discovery— was cither Stephen himself 
or the Empress Matilda. Stephen is ruled out as impossible, for his 
name and title have no break in their sequence, and «o Matilda 
remains.’ In the inscriptions PERERI E and PEREllIEM 1 lie reads 
« lopped fom, of the word 1MPERATR1EIS, commencing in hunt 
o the kings face with a cross inserted by the shoulder in imitation 
of the current coins of Stephen. Apart from the difficulty that I find 
m the evolution, ingenious though it is, of this puzzling inscription 
rom t ie title Impcratricis , I am unable to ngreo with Ifr. Andrew’s 
original proposition that coins struck at all these mints can lie attri- 
uted to the Empress. Her career in England was, in brief, this : she 
landed at Arundel in 1139 (Sept. 39) „„d was given by Stephen 
a afe. conduct to Bristol. On Oet. 15 she moved to Gloucester. 

'T 11,0 VKl datc5 tm “ ».■' battlo of Lincoln 
her at ri \ 0tjCrt ^* oucestcr brought Stephen n prisoner to 
Chenee ^ Pe " 1 0 " ta i -» «ta advaneed to 

Winchester^V^trXtlT’r'rf lfaU * B “" P 

Messed’ the ® ^ S, ‘ C " rri ™’ ”*• Winchester and was them 

s,rc m 

™t to Oxford, where Robert d'Oill" ^ ^ ^ 

her. On Anril 7 « „ q , y surrendered the castle to 

>*- “o rrr: " hcr 

Londoners arrived at Win** t pnl 9-10 the deputation of 
demanded the release of their 

*» - a misread of 

e hy another specimen from the * 1 ° f ,t he Averse inscription is shown 
Lne same dips. 
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king without actually opposing the decision in favour of Matilda ; 
Matilda proceeded to Reading and St. Albans, and in the meantime 
efforts were made to win the Londoners ; in May she was joined hy 
King David of Scotland (presumably to assist at her coronation). 
A few days before June 24, the Londoners at last gave in and were 
induced to receive her; they conducted her to Westminster. She 
demanded a subsidy from the Londoners, refused a request to grant 
the good laws of the Confessor, and by her general demeanour 
roused hostility; in the meantime, Queen Matilda and William of 
Ypres had been raising an army in Kent, and on their approach 
to the city the Londoners, now thoroughly hostile to the Empress, 
opened the gates to them on June 24. The Empress escaped to 
Oxford, having already alienated the Legate by refusing to secure 
Stephens sons in their father's continental possessions. Earl 
Robert failed to reconcile the Legate, and the Empress entered 
Winchester with an armed force (July 31) and besieging the 
Bishop was herself besieged in turn by Queen Matilda and William 
of Ypres ; the Empress escaped (Sept. 14) through Ludgershall and 
Devizes to Gloucester; Earl Robert was taken prisoner and ex- 
changed for Stephen. Stephen, set free at Bristol on Nov. 1, 
went to Winchester and London (Dec.), and held the Christmas 
crown-wearing at Canterbury; in March-April, 1142, he mado 
a royal progress to Yoik via Ipswich and Stamford. The Empress 
spent the winter, 1141-2, at Oxford, going at the end of March, 
1142, to Devizes, whence she sent an einbassj' to her husbaud, 
urging him to come over ; lie sent over the young Duke Henry, 
who landed at Bristol in the late autumn. From September to 
December, 1142, the Empress was besieged by Stephen at Oxford, 
and at Christmas escaped by night to Abingdon and thence to 
Wallingford. After this she returned to her old quarters at Bristol 
and Gloucester, and ceased to play a prominent part in the war, 
which dragged on for the next five years ; it was carried on by 
Robert of Gloucester on behalf of Henry of Anjou. 1 In February, 
1148, she left England for ever. 


See below, pp. cxxvi f. 
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This bald statement of the movements of the Empress is sufficient 
to show the difficulty of attributing this series to her. 

It is noteworthy that these coins seem all to bo of good weight 
and of good metal, thus differing from most of the irregular issues 
of the period and notably from the coins bearing the title of the 
Empress; also, they are struelc from dies evidently made in the 
regular way with the official coining-irons. These points, together 
with the issue of the coins from the London mint, show that, if 
issued by tile Empress, they were issued after March 3. 1H1, when 
she proclaimed herself ■ Lady and Queen of England ' and received 
e crown at Winchester. Though she was only admitted to 
London for a very fewdays, it is „ 0 t beyond the bounds of possi- 
bility that m that time the mi„t officials had come over to her and 
accepted her orders for her title to he placed on the coins ; Bristol 
’ "f °'™ stronghold, ami though there is evidence that coins 
TlMvT 1 e n r S f" ph “ < CaW °S"'. p. 335, no. 2), the mint 
. y °'”n ^ mt0 llC ' r l,lu,ds - At Winchester, toe, coins 
as ' Iiadj^of 1 England'' 6 kcr ” nnl0 n ^ er ber acceptance 
ease i, „ti,„ • ° ' C ” nt «bury, Lincoln, and Stamford the 

the hands of Hot ' J ^ CaStlc C " nter b»>y was in 1135 in 

to Stephen en his arrivalTn' l | le r rofusMl 
evidently in Mo v n glnnd, the mint of Cantci bury wa«t 

““ 1S “V MSI,Criai < CataIo »- a .PP-336-r,nos.9-16), 
of the Empress; slTL ° BU|>POSe <Lat ft evcr fel > into the bands 
country that was most kylTto sTi ‘'’ iS Pm '‘ ° f "* 

troops Which she led into Lend Sl ° pl ‘™ 5 Q ueen aai rais ed thc 
was apparently seised by EaTp^^ * 1ML ^ 
sacked and burnt after the battle of > ; the t0 '™ 

to have remained intact and w £ LmTOln ' 1,ut lhe castle seems 
!n 11«S Matilda never h ^j' ! “ su ™'«tered by Ralph to Stephen 
suppose that she could ever 1 ,„ * nd there “ ” ° reason 

far as we know, Stamford , ‘here. Finally, so 

only surrendered to Henry in 11 5 & S hands and , 

The quality and the extent J ft* • 

the issue of PERERIE coins seem 
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to show that they must for a period have constituted the true 
coinage of the realm, though it is difficult to explain the unintelli- 
gible title on coins which are of good quality and no worse executed 
than any other of the reign. During Stephen's captivity there was 
much confusion and uncertainty throughout the country ; the 
barons secured their position by supporting the side which fortune 
seemed to favour or which offered them the highest price for their 
support, and some at least of the ecclesiastics, if we can accept 
William of Malmesbury’s statement, attached themselves to the 
Empress after obtaining Stephen’s permission to temporize. The 
position of a moneycr was as difficult as anyone’s ; the coins them- 
selves which he issued constituted a public declaration of the side 
which he supported ; and as soon as the King’s imprisonment and 
the Empress’s recognition by the clergy made it clear that, for 
a time at least, she would be on the throne, the issue of coins with 
Stephen’s name on the obverse and the moneyer’s name on the 
reverse was irrefutable evidence of his disloyalty to the- Empress. 
If, on the other hand, Stephen should later obtain his freedom 
and regain the throne, to have struck coins in the name of the 
Empress would equally convict a moneyer of disloyalty to the 
King. I am therefore inclined to believe that the moneyers 
temporized as the clergy did, and that the inscription FERERIE 
was deliberately substituted for the King’s name and was intended 
to be unintelligible then as it is to us. The coins are well struck, 
of good weight and of good metal, their circulation among an 
illiterate public would therefore not be deterred by the change 
of the obverse inscription, whereas, on examination of the coins, 
either party could be satisfied that they were not struck in the 
name of the other. London would probably still impose the form 
of die adopted in some, at least, of the provinces ; and that fact 
would account for the uniformity of this meaningless title, a thing 
very difficult to explain on the theory that it is merely a blundered 
form of Imperatricis. It is curious that in the Danish coins 
with the inscription IOANSTREX, issued apparently during the 
struggle between Magnus and Swein for the throne of Denmark 
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in 1044-7, we have a possible parallel to this use of a meaningless 
mscnption 1 (see Hanherg, Myntforhold o a Udmyntniuger i Dan- 
mark, p. 49, and PI. VIII, 1 - 7 ) a 


So'det " P,!Zf " lial e a ,'!‘ ,r “ 10 the RoIal 

oHhe PERERIE andlOANSTRKX iZ'Iptfnt ‘° me I,SU °° ‘ le °" s! “ 

of obtaining t clean ™ewof 5 ir RI AnJ 9 * • 1 h”' re ““ l!jr had “ opportunity 
that the Arcbbisbon of i ‘ ‘! rew 8 opioion and argument. Hearguer 
Empress i b ^ af " r d “ Iari ”S hi ”- e!f “ «» fii= of the 

Ralph of Chester then 1, 1 ^ “° der ber ” ame - and ltat L mo“ln under 
thatno ,e„ lt? i Pa ' tll “’ *“ *>“ >*>* *» i»ne her coin.; farther, 

this date teas time^eLng than’ inT»™" “™. pIe ' llat a B ™ to1 ™nejer of 
mints as Canterbury, Lincoln and of ,D R a coinage of the Empress to each 
»»eh importance To' the “nd ^hthaf ,h “ W "' ““ 

extensive than 19 at present hum. T * “ 1 the lssue P r0Te more 
date of the issue arnUn considering it JhTrT ?** ™ 316 3 ^ eed 213 to th * 
a few months in 1141 u. . , S , ,, e re o ul a r coinage of the realm for 
time considered position was at this 

o!ac ,br ° ne *» 

issued by most of the principal mints- ^ p C ° mt 9 a “ d her coinage therefore 
mption doe to a misunderstanding L ’, be ]?" “ ,be obv "» Ie «“ d • 
m which the title mas written i, ahtoe* te d scrip”,®™'" 0rJir 

from the mbits thfciro, mS ,hal 1 have d ™n abore 

1 fully understood Sir. Andrew's a,” ’ aria]ter e d what I had written before 
in agreement in some resnecta - ., 0r ap P reciale d how nearly we were 

the Empress must at present ^ hXi * the attrib “«® to Stephen or to 
depends mainly on the historicit 0J>en qnestlon > 311 d that the decision 
View I cannot persuade myself to aepp^v Fr0m tlle numismatic point of 
i«cnption,b a tmyow n , n S 0 „i 3 ; C o e f P J ^-Andrew's interpretation of the 
«dc I doubt whether Matilda was even d,fficalt -f- 0a th e historical 

ler power so extensive as this coina™ „ , , tlme ®° universally accepted or 
Tim all hope of the King-, reie^,, " “ M “ply if assigned to her authority, 
hj the obstinacy of the Londoner, and k .T al “ d °" ed “ «hown most clearly 
oren when the London,™ Mcerf " f m.h of Kerf wl», 

U.Jer Stephen -. w »“Hing themselres 

cons " mere ly a question of oht - ^o^ewthattlie'temporizing' 

szKSi v , ; i " k 1,1 '"‘^m^of ;u e ,'r TO &om ta 

or the future in view of a F 0f , e barons were safeguarding 

e re urn of the King to power. 
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. Ill- Issues bearing the King’s Xajie, of uncertain 

ATTRIBUTION. 


J- Similar to type I, but very large head either to 1. or r., and of very 
coarse -work. 


Obterse. 

Reverse. 

j Provenance, &c. 

*STEFENE 

®daovh:oh 

1 Hunterian collection. 

Bust 1. 


PI. LVTII. L 

II3MFENE 

Illegible. 

B. Roth. 

Bust I. 

]»T[ 

lOBEHTVS- 

P.AW P. Cnrlyon-Britton. 

Bust r. 

ON[ 



The only reason for separating these coins from the other coins 
of type I, among which specimens of rough work and low weight 
or standard have been included, is that they approach each other 
in style, and therefore come perhaps from the same local it}'. 
The direction of the bust to right or left is unimportant, it merely 
marks the hand of an ignorant engraver who omitted to reverse 
his model in copying it upon the die. Their very coarse work 
suggests forgery, and it is not unlikely tliat they represent some 
of the many imitations issued during the period of anarchy. 

2. As type I, but the shaft of the sceptre terminates in an annulet fiom 
^ Licit issue seven rajs or spikes and which has a pellet in the centre. 

obv . xev . *fo2bert;on:ca 

Wt. 20-1 grs. British Museum, no. 235. PI. I* VIII. 2. 

The object that replaces the sceptre has usually been described 
as a horseman’s mace ; it certainly has that appearance, supposing 
the pellet in the centre to represent a spike foreshortened. On the 
other hand, we do not know that a spiked mace of this sort was 
in use at so early a date; it certainly does not appear on the 
Bayeux Tapestry, where horsemen are armed with lances, spears, 
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swords, or truncheon-shaped clubs. Mr. Andrew has suggested 
that it represents the Host, radiate, elevated on a monstrance, and 
this is perhaps a more probable interpretation. The coin, which 
I believe is unique, is of good weight, and apparently of good 
metal ; one is at a loss to account for so strange a variety in place 
of the usual sceptre. As regards the lettering and style there is 
nothing unusual about the coin except the rounded form of the 
letter C on the reverse. 

3. As type I, bat with a large rosette of pellets at the end of the 
obverse inscription. 

wraiEFN / lev . *bbimpih; 

"Wt. 16-6 grs. British Museum, no. 23G. PI. LVIII. 3. 

The style and lettering of this coin are similar to those of the 
ordinary issues, hut the weight rather points to the coin being a 
forgery, perhaps made by a mint official. One can give no reason 
for the stamping of the rosette of pellets on the die ; of. following 
com and p. xcv, no. Ill 8 (6), also p. cssi, Henry of Anjou, type 1 (t). 

1. Olw. Bust to r., rosette of peitets in front of forehead; inscription, 
beginning above crown i ] fl5TEF[ 

0 “ S ‘ Lree pe,k,s at W “ 1 oteMb Hmli, ia CMh angle a mullet 

t , *-*“« ]vbekt:oh[ 

grs. (good metal ?). British Museum, no. 237. PI. LVIII. 4. 
tvue eon’ l S ! emS *° a coatem porary imitation, with its obverse 
™ Tel th ° ** *** Md the averse from the second 

if™ f f a The le . tlerin!! is — "*•* coarsely' worked, 

a few coins of Stenh ft ^ f W,nt<ir! ' lo " r . near Salisbury, with 
and some 1 - f 6n ’ ypCS 1 ^ ( 2 pennies, 2 halves), III (1). 

iiTegular coin, here described. Pen0<1 ‘ h “° m0S ‘ °' ‘ 

fleur-de-lys ou the revera “ nnu kt enclosing a pellet in place of each 
cross. The obvers? i SQ aanulet at the end of each limb of the 

Reverse inscription bl„nde“ d SL °’ ,lder - *CCXlE[ 

Museum, no. 238. PI. I.VXII 6 UDCerta5n ' 15-9 grs. British 
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This coin is of very coarse work (more especially the reverse), 
and is no doubt a contemporary forgery of some sort, perhaps one 
of the many that are said to have been struck by the barons at 
their castles. 

C. Obv. As type I, but with plain domed crown without lleurs; an 
annulet on the shoulder. *STIE[ 

Jiev. On a short cross voided a quadrilateral with incurved sides and 
a pellet at each angle and in the centre. Leaded outer and plain inner 
circle. *OSBER[ ]x: 

Wt. 17*6 grs. (clipped ?). British Museum, no. 239. PI. I/VIIL 6. 

This coin came from the smaller Watford find (sec above, pp. xxvi, 
xxvii), and must therefore be contemporary with the first type of 
the reign. Apart from the peculiarities noted, the style is not pecu- 
liar, and the lettering, though small (corresponding to Series VIII). 
is apparently worked on the die with the ordinary punches. It 
is impossible to account for this deviation from the regular 
reverse type; it cannot be treated as a separate type of the reign, 
or as a mule of the first and an unknown second type, because 
the Watford, Dartford, and Linton finds prove unquestionably 
which are the first two types of the reign, and this coin, occurring 
in the smaller Watford find, must have been in currency con- 
temporarily with the first type, and previous to the issue of the 
second type. It is certainly an irregular issue of some kind, but 
by whom it was issued, and where, it is impossible to say. 


7. As type I, but on the obverse the collar Is represented by annulets 
instead of pellets; on the reverse the cross znoline is voided and has an 
annulet In the centre and at the end of each limb. 


Obverse. 

Referee. 

I 

Provenance, Ac. 

■iBTEFNE-R 

tSAHSON: 

! 16-r ; 

British Mnseuui, 

Ex 

OHAHT 

t 17-4 

l 

nos. 210, 241. 

pi. iiVm. 7. 
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op on. other coins of this reign, anil I see no reason to imagine so 
liarsli a combination of letters, and so unparalleled an obscuring 
of the mint-name. The natural attribution of the coins is to 
Southampton, which is variously spelt * Hamtune ’ or 4 Amtuno ’ 
(cf. William I, nos. 138, 369), but the occurrence of so many dies 
on which the first three letters of the mint read invariably 
AKT causes considerable doubt whether so unusual a form 
as ‘Anton’ for Southampton can really be intended. 1 

A curious feature of these coins is that the finds in which they 
occur show that, though they obviously use Stephen's first type 
for their model, they were not only in issue with the early currency 
of Henry II but were first put into circulation ftfter, or very shortly 
before, the first type of Stephen was superseded at the loyal 
mints. The only finds in which they have been lecovded are the 
Linton and Awbridge finds; at Linton four pennies and two 
halfpennies were found with seven coins of Henry I’a last type, 
forty of Stephen’s first, and thirty-nine of his second type, and two 
coins with the PERERIE inscription ; in the Awbridge find three 
specimens are noted, until thirty-one of Stephen’s last issue and 
110 of Henry H’s first (‘ Tcalby ') coinage. Then- occurrence in 
so’ late a hoard may possibly be due to the locality of the find, 
but none are recorded in the Watford, Hartford, or Sheldon finds. 
It seems therefore that they first made their appearance during 
the issue of Stephen’s second typo, and that their circulation 
continued into the reign of 'Henry H, when no other coins of 
Stephen’s reign except those of his last issue found tlieir way into 
a hoard. 

One can only conjecture that these coins are the work of one 
of the magnates who was powerful at the period of Stephen’s 
captivity, and held his power down to the end of the reign ; but in 
face of the difficulty of determining the mint at which they were 
struck, it is impossible to hazard even a guess at the issuer of this 
money. There were several barons who strengthened their castles 
in the time of the civil war, and held them until the peace of 


1 On the other hand, ‘Northantona’ occurs in the Pipe Roll*. 
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~\\ allingford in 1153, and even later, till Henry II put them down 
in 1155; such were Henry, Bishop of Winchester, William Peverel, 
Roger of Hereford, Hugh of Mortimer, whose castles were all taken 
or demolished by King Henry in 1155, Ralph of Chester, who 
died in 1153, and many others. These coins, more than any other 
distinct class, fulfil the conditions which we should expect in a 
coinage issued by a baron who took advantage of the confusion 
of the country to usurp this privilege; they were probably first 
issued by him when the first type of Stephen was the most 
frequent in circulation, and that type was adopted as a model,- 
or, possibly, the similar issue of Henry (cf. Henry of Anjon, 
type I (&)) ; x they were issued of base metal and light weight, the 
dies being worked by an engraver who was not a very skilful 
workman, and evidently was not in possession of the instruments 
u. ed by the officials of the royal mint. Having originated his type, 
he continued to employ it even after the original ceased to be 
issued and was superseded in currency by later types. The method 
i simp y one of organized forgery, and cannot he distinguished 
rom the work of an ordinary forger, errcept that perhaps the 
liaron s control of the neighbooring conntry put him in a. 
advantageous position for the circulation of hi coins, and tie 
notary power secured him from punishment in ease of discovery. 
arTL-nT TiW H i3 ** - the obverse type 

he , T, gem,ln ° C ° in - too on the reverse 

the aclua, ^ ^ 

mperimposed on the cress 

-S[ ]ErNERx ° 

SlH VH ONE m E 

p, ’ tlV ° f '“ m tb ' s ™» dies. PI. LVIII. 0. 

l eruaps of Exeter. These c ‘ 

punches of the period * ° 1DS ° f e ° 0( * Avor ^ made with the usual 
of SU Pic” ““ ll " e ■«»* »° to change the ob.ece title t. that 



IRREGULAR ISSUES 


XCY 


(h) Similar, but a small quadrilateral Ileury takes the place of the 
original cross moline of the reverse type. 

Obr. (retrograde). 

Sir. EOD V IHVS OOEX[ 

AVt. 1G grs. Sheldon find (£ri<. A'tm.«/our». J ToL vii, p.51, no. 74). 

Of very coarse work, not made with ordinary punches. For the rosette of 
pellets cf. p. zc, nos. HI 3 and IH 4, and p. exxi, Henry of Anjou, type I (6). 

XV. Varieties grouped geographically. 

A. Midland Counties. 

(rt) As type I, but having long cross fleury superimposed on the cross 
moline of the reverse, dividing the legend. -Similar in type to variety 
III 8 (a) above, bat quite different in style. 

Oil-- *-ST RE ANO 

Sir. C 1CD ENW ERC A- 

Vt. 17-3 grs. British Museum, no. 244, and B. Roth (same dies). 

PI. Ii' VIII. 10. 

See Brit. Am m. Joun i., vol. v, p. 440, and vol. vii, pp. 54 and 82, 
where these coins are assigned to Alexander, Bishop of Lincoln ; there can 
he little doubt that they were struck at Newark. 


(6) Obr. Rude head r, sceptre in front. Btr. Short cross voided, in 
each angle a bird. 


Obverse. 

Reverse. 

ivt. 

| Provenance, &c. 

tSWPHAH 

vSRejf 

fWALCHet 

ihvsderbi 

20-9 

British Museum, 
no. 245. 

PI. Lvm. 11. 


.. 

22-0 

II. M. Reynolds. 

- 


20-5 

Kasbleigh sale, 
lot 618. 

” 

” 

| 21-3 

P. IV. P. Carlyon- 
Britton. 
pi.ii-vm.i2. 
B. Roth. 

All from ! 

same dies. 




Base metal? Malkelin, the moneyet of Derby, is referred to in con- 
temporary deeds. 1 

1 See Brit. Bum. Joum , voL v, p. 439, and Kashleigh sale catalogue, note on 
lot G18. 
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(c) Oil*. Rude head r., sceptre in front (very similar to preceding 
variety). JUt. Short cross voided, over it a saltire fleury. 

Obv. ^STHPHANVSRex 

Rtt. iuRAINALD ONSTO* 

AM. 14*9 grs. British Museum, no. 246. 

PI. LVIII. 13. 

The reading of the mint is uncertain; it may he either STO 
(Nottingham) or ££T\/" (Stuteshery or Tutbury?), see Brit. Xum.Joxirn^ 
'oi. V, p 440. 

Of the three varieties above described and attributed to the 
Midland Countie., the first bear, the same type as a variety, 
HI 8 (a), of the indeterminate issues but it differs from it in the 
very coarse fabric and poor weight of the coins. The lettering 
is ' cry similar in style to that of the other two Midland varieties, 
iese other two varieties are even more closely connected, for 
<} are identical in style of design and lettering on obverse anil 
reverse, the only difference being the placing of a bird in each 
"” g, ° 11,0 crOTS in ll « Dori.y coins, and a flamed saltire over 

" the H° tlin gham or Tutbury coin; the attribution of 

tin, com to Nottingham or Tutbury must be left uncertain. 


Astern Counties. 

a broad cross °n C ° arSC " 0rk * nnd firivic S on the rever-e 

■ererlmpnrt o„ eto5 , '‘" I ° f '">* «'* 


Obverse'. 

♦STEPHAN 

VBHEx 

K 1EPH M[ j 


Heveree. 

Wt. 

Provenance, Ac. 


22-1 

British Mii-cnni, 

ONLIN 


no. 217, and B- 

I2oth{saniedic»'. 

PI. LVIII. 14. 

CEADEVTN[ 

22-0 

Sheldon find. 
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Obverse. . 

Reverse. 

m. 

Provenance, &c. 

*STEPHA[ ] 
REX 

•ROGE[ ]N 

21-5 

II. M. Reynolds, 
from Rashleigh 
sale, lot 616, 
and Dartford 
find, 1825. 

lmiws 

REX 

nm*o 

NIN[ 

21-7 

British Museum, 
no. 248. 

PI. I. VIII. 15. 

]REX 

]*ONt[ 

22-0 

Rashleigh sale, 
lot G15, from 
Dartford find, 
1825. 


These coins seem to be of good silver and good weight; they 
may probably all be attributed to the Lincoln mint; for their 
close resemblance necessitates the attribution of them all to the 
same mint, which the reading of the first coin and the moneyer of 
the second show to be Lincoln. 

(b) As type I, but with a small broad cross superimposed on the cross 
moline of the reverse. 

oh. *stiefne:r 
*«. *baldE'Wi:on:t: 

"Wt. 17-2 and 17*0 grs. British Museum, no. 249, and II. M. . 

Reynolds (same dies). PI. I»VIII. 10. 

These coins seem to be of base metal ; the style is rather less 
coarse than that of the Lincoln coins above described, with which 
it is only connected by the imposition of the broad cross on the 
reverse type. It is presumably of Thetford, where the same 
moneyer’s name occurs on regular issues of this reign. 
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C. Scottish or Border Cminties (?_). 


(a) Obv. As obverse of type I of Stephen, bearing title of Earl Henry. 
Itev. Cross crosslet, in each angle a cross patfcee suspended from 
a crescent resting on the inner circle. 

See Catalogue, p. 397. 


Obverse. 

Reverse. 

Wt. 

Piovenance, &c. 

’*M-EHCI:C0 

H 

ossirs 

22-8 

British Museum, 
no 287. 

Same die as preceding. 

*:wh.ee:m: 

OHCIIB (or b ?); 

20-5 

H. M. Reynolds. 
PI. LIX. 1. 

]Ehci:3oh 

■kwilelim: 

oacKs 

23-0 

pierced 

17-6 

clipped 

British Museum, 
no-.. 28S, 289, 
from same rev. 
(and obv. ?) die. 

*hehci:coi 

*t ]El:m:o 
mgi:b (or©?) 

15-6 

broken 

British Museum, 
no. 290. 

'*h:E[ jh 

*-wu.Ei.:i|i 

9(oc*)7): 

14-8 

clipped 

British Museum, 
no. 291. 


style Tlims° diffIri kjT< f ° f Sl * pWs first issue of distinct Scottii 

nlso 1* attribute, ]7„ ° £ Hmr y of m 

Of Scotland, PL III o 4 , T , ' 13 ,Ilustr »tcd in Burns, Cainw 

IUCVS and *EREUr ,r ”T^‘ 0 “ See "“ *° be * I,Ef 
•attributed to OWUd i ^ should probably 1 

i- *•» oi „u ™t: tn,ct by Eari Henr 

Tbc coin eras fo„ nd in the £££* ■«' > 13 ’ 
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(&) Same type as (a) above. 

Obv. sstifenei^e 

lUv. *:wi:LEEM:OH:OD(orB?)CI 

Wt. 21*0 and 19*3 grs. II. M. Reynolds and Rashleigh sale, 
lot 613 (same dies). PI. MX. 2. 

Attributed by Mr. Lawrence to Outcbester (2J miles south-east of 
Belford), where tlie find of the Earl Henry coins occurred. 


(<?) As type I of Stephen, bnt on the reverse a long cross voided is 
superimposed on the cross moline. 


Obverse. 

Reverse. 

Wt. 

Provenance, &c. 

4'STIFEH E I'm 

e: 

*vi: leo: h 
: oa gait 

19-9 

British Museum, 
no. 250. 

PL 1IX. 3. 

•FSTIEEHEEw 

e: 

toi: eel: h 
:oh: cast: 

21 >5 

British Museum, 
no 251. 

PI. LIZ. 4. 

]HE6H-ra- 

]IiAH rate- E 
«[ 

21-5 

n. M. Reynolds. 


(<l) Obv. As type I of Stephen, with star in field to r. of sceptre. 

lit r. As type I, with annulet at point of each fleur and at end of 
each limb of cros3. 


Obverse. 

Reverse. 

wt. 

Provenance, &c. 

tSTIFENEl-w 

*fobib:s:on 

15-5 

1 British Museum, 

E 

Dvme: 


no. 252. 

PI. XiIX. 5. 

Same die as preceding. 

^fobnd:oh: 

dvtii: 

! 


a Roth. 


S 2 
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A coin of the ordinary type of Stephen’s first issue, but resembling 
these in style, reads : 

oi*. *ST6BHesi: 

Z'v. *FOBHND:ON.D\niI.D.ffl. 

AVt. 15-2 grs. S. 51. Spink (Rashleigh sale, lot 608). 

Another, similar, in Nottingham Museum, reads : 

Ob,. ]HEIv,E: 

]hd:oh:dvti[ 

(e) Similar to preceding (var. ,!), but the annulets on rererse take the 
place of the spikes of the fieurs, and an annulet occurs at the base of each 
fleur as 'tell as at the end of each limb of cross. No star on obverse. 

Obv. Illegible. 

^ *bihdihedon:ei 

Wt. 18*6 grs. Dritish Museum, no. 253, and Nottingham 
Museum (same rev. (and obT. ?) die). 

PI. MX. 6. 


The bulk of Earl Henry's coins (variety a) were found in 
Outebester. There is an obvious temptation to see in all these 
": S50Ethe three varieties (CI:TH, OTHCI, OCCAIT, 
R if C1 | eilt Eorma tbe nalae of this same place, Outebester, 

this neighbourhood. ^ *° 

There seems no reason to doubt the attribution of variety («) to 

North T, Vt mS ° { - b ° created Ear. 

Vie tt S ? : r Slephen in 1139 - Th ° Averse rvsembies in 

mo e “" d lhe ™S Dl “ r «*■* correspond 

“°ue i„ tte nort, FR '“I “ ,e ^ f * b ™ ; but their probable 

English coinage, 1 and th^a^TT "T "b'"” thB S ” Pe “■ 
bearinff Rf„ n u 0 • ^ ^ ere described among varieties 

r ^ — ** 

from a reverse die of H ^ tbe a PP ear “nce of a mule 

die with name of Stenhe™^^ 0 ^™’** 11 ' 5 “ nd obvers ' 

variety ( c ) or variety (tf" ^’Lt «>= coinage of either 
P rt from the more general resem- 



blance of the inscription and type of this obvex-se to that of the 
two later varieties, the peculiarity’ of the form used for the 
letter It (I'ji), which I have not found on any but these coins, 
shows an intimate connexion between them. 

Varieties (c) and (d) are closely connected by the style and 
lettering of the obverse and, as above mentioned, more especially 
by' the peculiar form of the letter R. The mint-readings of 
variety (c) are suggestive of Outchestcr; all the coins of variety (d), 
including the coin described above which differs only in style from 

Stephen's first type, bear a mint-name DVNI , which seems 

likely to be Durham ; var. (e) is closely similar to var. (d) ; the 
mint reads El, which is quite uncertain. 

The curious feature about these coins is the connexion of the 
coins of the varieties (c), (d), ( c ), which bear the name of Stephen, 
with those of variety (a) which bear the name of Henry, son of 
David, by means of the intermediate issue described as variety (5). 

In January, 1136, King David crossed the border and took 
Carlisle, Wark, Xorharn, Alnwick, and Newcastle, but failed to 
capture Bamborough. Stephen, arriving at Durham on Feb. 5, 
saved this city from falling into David's hands, and by large 
concessions made peace, conferring on Henry the earldom of 
Huntingdon with Doncaster and Carlisle, the rest of David’s 
conquests being restored. Henry did homage to Stephen at York, 
presumably on behalf of his English estates; he then followed 
Stephen to London to assist at Queen Matilda’s coronation, where 
the precedence which was assigned to him caused great indignation, 
and the Earl of Chester was so offensive that it was some time 
before David allowed his son to return to the English court. In 
1138 Henry was with his father’s army, which invaded England 
and was defeated at the Battle of the Standard, when Henry was 
cut off after a successful advance on the wing and bad to make his 
way' independently to Carlisle. In 1139 a peace was arranged at , 
Durham by Queen Matilda and ratified at Nottingham by Stephen, 
and Henry received from Stephen the earldom of Northumberland, 
with the exception of Bamborough and Newcastle, he withdrawing 
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his authority from the lands of St. Cuthbert and of St. Andrews, 
Hexham. Henry remained for Easter with Stephen and accompanied 
him in an expedition against Ludlow, when the King saved his life. 
In the following year we hear on his return to Scotland of an 
attempt on his life by the Earl of Chester, which was frustrated by 
the escort given him by Stephen. In 1147 we are told that the 
only district of England in the enjoyment of peace was that beyond 
the Tees, which was under the sway of Earl Henry. He was with 
his father at Carlisle, at Whitsun, 1149 ,* at the knighting of Henry 
of Anjou. He died in 1153. 

The intermediate issue (var. 6) must have been struck either by 
Stephen or by the Earl Henry. If it was struck by Stephen, his 
adoptron of the type of the Earls coinage must imply the capture 
by Stephen of some place in which the Earl’s coinage was previously 
issued or current* This presents two difficulties : 

(1) What object would Stephen have in using the type of the 
Earl's coinage? In the event of one of the Kiug’s minis falling 
into the hands of one of the barons, one would naturally suppose 
that the baron would turn it to his profit by striking base coin 
w rtli the King s die ; the King, on the other hand, could not have 
any reason for using the Earl’s die or copying his type, unless 
the people of that district were more familiar with the Earl’s 
Comage and would more readily accept it than the current coin of 


J: , d , S epl ;“ at “W ll "“= -Pture a town in which Henry of 
Whnmheriand had his mint nr issued his currency? The first 

Durham 1 h , f’ ™ * ** “*"1 Stephen at 

eonlT;, ^ 7 “ “ ° f the Citl-P=ace was immediately 

concluded without any advancp nf qi..l . , . , , 

hv flic <a *»• i m. 0i ^ te P^ en into the country held 

a rlundeJ , 7 “ C0Dd ' at beginning ml was 

arl undermgrardwh, eh adva nced as far as the Tyne, tat with- 

1 See below, p exxv. " ' 

HenijcaptmedammedS^a oad",* 3 ' V* on ' sinal . I 7 Stephen’s, end that 
does not seem possible, becan*e thf e • a ° °^ verse °f his own to pair with it) 
the English, and i, therefore supposed t^hY’ T™ ^ l ° the Scott5sh tha “ 
uppo.ed to ha> e been originated by the Earl. 



IRREGULAR ISSUES 


ciil 

dreir to Work on Stephen’s approach; Stephen, instead of 
attacking the invading army, made a counter-raid into Berwick- 
shire, and hostilities were abandoned at Lent. The third invasion, 
in July of the same year, pushed through Durham into Yorkshire 
and ended in the defeat of the Scots at Northallerton ; the Scots 
retreated, some being cut off on the way, but there was no serious 
pursuit. 

Thus it is clear that Stephen did not on any of these occasions 
push a serious attack into the territory of the Scottish king or his 
son ; his raid into Berwickshire in reply to the second Scottish 
invasion seems to have been a mere raid and not to have involved 
the capture of any towns. At the truce of 1136 David, in return 
for Stephen's concessions, gave up the country conquered by him in 
the North of England; but the coinage of Earl Henry is almost 
certain to have been struck by him after the grant of the earldom 
of Northumberland in 1139. 

I am inclined to believe that Earl Henry in the first place 
issued a coinage in the name of Stephen. We know that after he 
received his earldom of Huntingdon In 1136 he paid homage to 
Stephen at York, and again in 1139, as Earl of Northumberland, 
he was attached to Stephen’s court and fought for him at Ludlow. 
It is impossible to say by what right he issued coins — perhaps in 
view of his earldom of Northumberland ; but the occurrence of his 
reverse type with an obverse bearing Stephen’s name and title 
seems to me, for the reasons given above, to indicate that he began 
his issue in the name of Stephen and later replaced that name by 
his own. 

In consideration of the very close connexion which exists 
between the five varieties of Class C, I am inclined to attribute 
all the coins of this class to the Earl of Northumberland, though 
such an attribution is of coarse of a conjectural and tentative 
nature. In this ease the first issue of the Earl will probably be 
the coins of varieties (d) and (e), which imitate the coinage of 
Stephen both in type and inscriptions ; the second issue will be 
variety (c), which shows a variety of the type and style of lettering 
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which approximate? more nearly to that of his named coins; the 
third issue will be the variety (&), where an original reverse type 
is first used and his dependency on the English king still acknow- 
ledged ; and the fourth and last the variety (a), on which the Earl’s 
name is substituted for that of Stephen. The greatest difficulty 
lies in the obscurity of the mint-names upon all these coins ; even 
the attribution to Durham of the coins whicli I have suggested may 
he the earliest struck by the Earl is not by any means certain ; 
though he may possibly have struck coins at Durham about the 
year 1141, when his presence there is proved by his charter to the 
monks of Coldingham (Lawrie, Early Scottish Charters, cxxxiii) 
and bis influence by the part he played during William Cumyn’s 
attempt to seize the bishopric (cf. op. cit., pp. 366-70). But too 
much importance must not be placed on the inscriptions of the two 
varieties (rf) and (e). The coins are all of light weight and appa- 
rently of base metal ; this coinage therefore, by whomsoever it was 
issued, seems to have been a usurped privilege akin to forgery, 
and, as I showed above (p. xciv), a baron who was issuing a base 
coinage would have no reason to put the names of his mint and 
moneyer upon the coins, and the reverse inscription of his model 
would be as likely to be copied as that of the obverse. In the 
present instance, some coins of variety (cl) have what seem to 
he either ornaments or meaningless letters at the end of the 
reverse inscription, and this may perhaps be explained as an 
attempt to fill up a space where the coin that served as a model 
could not be read. With the other issues the case is different : the 
coins of the second, third, and fourth issues of the Earl, varieties 
(c), (b), (a), are of good weight and apparently of good metal ; the 
issuer had therefore established a mint or mints upon a proper 
basis, presumably by grant of the king. Whether these coins may 
all be assigned to one mint is not certain but they must all 
presumably have been struck in the same neighbourhood, probably 
in Northumberland. This theory then assumes that Earl Henry 
usurped the privilege of coining and thus issued varieties (d) 
and (e), that he later received recognition of the privilege and 


acknowledged the suzerainty of btephen by placing his name on 
his nest issues (c) and {b), and that finally he issued coins of 
variety (a), bearing his own name and title. 

The coin figured in Burns, Coinage of Scotland, PI. III. 24 a, 
which I mentioned above (p. xcviii), is not included in this series 
which I have tentatively assigned to the Earl. I regard it as 
belonging to the earlier period, 1136-9, and assume that he 
copied the type not directly from Stephen bat from the issues of 
David, which are identical with this in style (cf. op. cit ^ pi. HE. 24). 
The series of Earl Henry coins and the cognate issues with which 
I am here concerned were presumably struck after 1139. The 
possibility of the attribution of so many of the series to Outchester, 
the place where the find of the named Henry coins took place, is 
of some importance. It seems to me that the coins of the three 
issues («, b, and c) are all liable to this interpretation. 

It is necessary to emphasize the fact that the attribution of these 
coinages to the Earl is conjectural, and based upon the close con- 
nexion of varieties bearing the name of Stephen with the issue which 
bears the Earl’s own name (ZEXCI COX = HENPJCYS : COMES ?). 
Failing this attribution, it seems necessary to assume that a central 
authority in the Xorth of England controlled or supplied the dies 
for the coinages issued in’ Scottish border counties by Stephen 
and the Earl of Xorthumberland, in order to account for the unity 
of style and of peculiarity in detail which appears in the coinages of 
the King and Earl ; or we must abandon the accepted attribution 
of the ViEVLCl CON coins to Henry of Northumberland. In Sum. 
Ckron., 1895, pp. 110 ff, Mr. Lawrence 1 gave reasons for attri- 
buting them to Henry of Anjou, but one can hardly assign a 
series which seems to be of northern origin to the Duke, nor 
does it in any way fit into the series which can with little doubt 
be attributed to liim ; nor, even so, would there be less difficulty in 
the close connexion of an issue of the Duke with issues bearing 
the name of Stephen. 


He has since abandoned this theory. 
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D. York a aw? District, 

(a) As type X of Stephen, but of curious workmanship similar to that of 
the following varieties; the beaded inner circle of the obverse runs 
through the king’s bust. 

Oh. *MSEPErETI* 

. Bn. *W/ISS0-OHETO=A 

AVI. 20 grs. II. M. Reynolds. PI. MX. 1. 

Obv. *STIEEHEP 

Bn. *'y/x-as 0 cHOT ’A 

B. Roth. 

{1} As type I of Stephen, but having a representation of the Standard or 
a horseman’s lance (?) in place of the sceptre in the king’s hand. A star 
in field to r. 

Obv. tSTlEFHElV 

Rev. tVlIDHESlOHHV: 

AVfc. 19-5 grs. II. SI. Reynolds. PI. LIX 8. 

Various inscriptions and ornaments. AVt. 14*5-19 grs. See Catalogue, 
pp. 386-7, nos. 254-9. PI. LIX. 9-14. 

(c) Obv. As type I of Stephen, but voided lozenge containing pellet in 
place of spike of lys on sceptre. ^STlEH and ornaments. 

Htv. Saltire fleury on cross pattee. Ornaments In place of inscription. 

AVt. 17*2 and 15-5 grs. (chipped). British Museum, no. 260, and 

V. AY. P. Carly on-Britton. Pi. LIX. 15, 18. 


(d) Obv. Two figures, male and female, facing each other, supporting 
between them a long sceptre fleury. 

Rev. Cross fleury over thin saltire pornmee; annulets in field. 


Obverse. 

Reverse. 

AVt. 

Provenance, &c. 

*STE qias 

Ornaments (annulets 
omitted in field). 

1 17,8 1 

British Museum, 
no. 261. 

PI. LX. 1. 

*2TIE EHER 
O 

Ornaments. 

1 

1 

! 17-3- 
20*5 

British Museum, 
nos. 262, 263; 
H. M. Reynolds? 

, P.AA'.P.Cartyon- 
Britton; B.Rotb, 

1 Ac. 

PI. LX 2—4. 
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Variety (a) seems to form a step from tlie ordinary first type 
of Stephen to variety (b), -which is commonly known as the ‘Flag 
type The object held in the king’s hand on coins of variety 
(6) has been supposed to represent the Standard which was borne 
into the battle at Northallerton. The Standard was a heavy mast 
bearing the three flags of St. Peter of York, St. John of Beverley 
and St: Wilfrith of Ripon, crowned by a silver pyx containing 
the Host, and was borne on a four-wheeled waggon. Possibly this 
represents the standard in miniature, or it may be merely a 
horseman’s lance (cf. Demay, Le Costume au Afoyen Age il’aprte les 
Scectux, p. 158, fig. 179). 

The reverse inscriptions on these 1 Flog ’ coins appear to be more 
or less degraded copies of some common original, and, from 
Hr. Reynolds’s coin above described, it appears that the original bore 
the mint-name of York ; the attribution of these coins to York or 
its neighbourhood is confirmed by their resemblance in style, and in 
the ornaments employed, to named coins of Eustace and of Robert 
de Stuteville, which seem certainly to have been struck in or 
near York. Ingenious attempts have been made (by Packe in 
Jiiim. Citron., 1896, pp. 59 ff., and others) to decipher these reverse 
inscriptions, but such attempts do not seem likely to prove suc- 
cessful. During the civil wais, and especially in the period 
immediately preceding and during the captivity of Stephen, com- 
munication between London and the North must have been difficult, 
and probably the central control from London of the northern 
mint organizations was temporarily suspended. This would lead 
not only to variation of the usual type but to laxity in local mint 
administration, affording easy opportunity for the issue of light 
or base coins without risk of detection ; the dies must have been 
engraved locally, and the reverse inscription seems to have been not 
accidentally but intentionally blundered nnd rendered illegible, so 
that the moneyer responsible could not be convicted by the 
presence of his name on the coins. If the object in the king's 
hand is the Standard, the coins were presumably issued in 1138, 
or shortly after, but It is not possible to be certain of this or to 
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explain live appearance o£ the strange ornaments in the reverse 
inscription ; but I am inclined to think that the latter was a device 
of the issuer for satisfying an illiterate public with the appearance 
of the coin without incriminating his moneycr by engraving the 
usual legend on the die. Mr. Andrew {Sum. Circ., 1914, pp. 627-8) 
attributes this coinage to the Archiepiscopal mint, and interprets 
the legend : 


VI i 
MANuJ 


PeTrl ECcleSke- 


'EBoRaci DoraiNI 
[ON EVerwic 


Variety (c) is probably a similar local production which is more 
curious in that the reverse type, instead of following the usual 
type of Stephen’s first issue, is that which appears on the coins 
of Robert de Stuteville (see below, p. cxvi), and the ornaments in 
the obverse and reverse legends are also similar. 

Variety (d) is one of the most curious issues of this reign; 
to the left of a tall sceptre is represented a male figure in chain- 
armour, wearing a peaked helmet and long trousers; to the light 
is a female figure, her hair long and tied with ribbons, wearing 
a bodico of mail and a stiff triangular skirt; both figures have 
long manchcs; between them they support, each with one hand, 
a tall fleured sceptre. The reason for the attribution of this 
issue to the York district is the style of lettering and ornaments. 
The design appears to he the original work of a northern eugiaver, 
fancifully representing Queen Mutilda assisting the king to support 
the sceptre of the kingdom during the period of bis captivity. The 
male figure can hardly he Eustace, who was not knighted till 1147 
or 114D. 1 The figure is a knight in full armour and may reasonably 
represent the king, whose name forms the obverse legend. Various 
suggestions have been made for the interpretation of these two figures; 


1 The coins of this York scries are all placed about the year 1 141, or slightly 
earlier, owing to their close connexion with each other anil, through the ‘Flag 
type* coins, with the first issue of Stephen, which presumably did not continue 
after 1141, An interpretation of the ‘Flag type ’ coins as commemorative of 
the Battle of the Standard would place that issue in, or shortly after, 1133* the 
•Double-figure * type, if attributed to the period of Stephen's captivity, would 
he issued in the year 1141. On PI. IjX the coins are assigned to ' Queen 
Matilda and Eustace ’ ; this should be corrected to ‘ Stephen and Queen Matilda'. 
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some have even held that both figures arc male, but this is clearly 
wrong — the different representation o£ the trousers of the male 
figure and the triangular skirt of the female figure can easily be 
seen by an examination of various specimens, 1 and the figure to 
the left wears a peaked helmet, while the female figure has the 
head bare, showing the long hair bound with ribbons or ornaments 
after the feminine fashion of the time. 

Packc’s theory (Xttni. Citron., 1896, pp. G9-70 s ) that the figures 
are Queen Matilda and Prince Henry, and the occasion the con- 
vention of Durham in 1139, is most unconvincing; that a peace 
should be an occasion for putting one’s former enemy side by 
side with ‘the queen in place of the king’s head upon the coins 
is hardly possible. The probable Yorkshire provenance of the 
issue renders the interpretation of the type as Duke Henry and 
his mother the Empress improbable, ns also does the inscrip- 
tion, the name of Stephen. The issue belongs clearly, as Packe 
pointed out (iVunu Chron., 1896, pp. 65 If.), to a large scries 
of coins the provenance of which must be Yorkshire, if not 
the city of York itself. As well as the varieties above described, 
the series includes coins with the name of Eustace which re- 
present a full figure iu armour on the obverse, others bearing 
the same name with an animal as obverse design, and also coins 
of Robert with horseman type. The connexion of all these issues 
is not merely a superficial similarity in style, but a detailed 
identity both of lettering and of ornaments. This identity may 
best l>e seen by a comparison of the catalogue descriptions of the 
coins, where tho ornamental borders and some inscriptions have 
been reproduced from drawings made as accurately as possible 
to scale; the form of lettering is not only common to all these 
issues but peculiar to this scries— it is punched work of a neat 
though disjointed and rather meagre form, the length of serifs 
and horizontal strokes dwarfing the uprights ; the ornaments are 

* But it is curious that Eustace, on the full-figure coins which bear his name, 
is clad in just such a skirt os the female figure is •wearing on these coins. 

1 Sir. Andrew {.Yum. Cirr., 1914, p. 628) also takes this view, and supposes the 
coins to have been struck at York in honour of this peace. 
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most curious and unintelligible, but it is important to notice how 
the same ornaments reproduce themselves on all the issues of this 
series with the exception of some of the * Lion type ’ Eustace coins. 
It is therefore impassible to believe that the coins do not all come 
from the same mint, or, at least, the dies from the same local centre. 
That this mint is York, or some place in the neighbourhood, is shown 
by the ‘Flagtype’ coin in Mr. Reynolds’s collection (YIDNESI ON 
EV), by the reverse inscriptions of the Eustace coins, and by the 
obverse legend of the Robert coins, which seems certainly to denote 
Robert de Stuteville, the Yorkshire magnate. The issues seem to 
me to represent the efforts of the mint of York in the hands of 
local administration thrown upon its own resources, and upon the 
ingenuity of local engravers, owing to the severing of control from 
the central authority at London. It appears that the control of the 
mint or mints of Yorkshire was taken over at some period in the 
leign (presumably about 1141, or perhaps slightly earlier) by the 
Constable of York and other magnates, either on the king’s behalf 
or for their own profit ; and most probably those who were friends 
of the king, or the moneyers who acted for them, were not above 
making some profit for themselves by issuing coins of low weight, 
as most of these issues seem to be. To attempt any further 
explanation of these strange types and inexplicable inscriptions than 
as the original work of local genius must bring one into the 
region of fanciful speculation. It has already been suggested that 
the ‘Flag type 1 perhaps represents the Standard that was taken 
into battle at Northallerton, and the confused reverse inscriptions 
perhaps Bhow attempts to obscure the moneyer’s identity ; the 
‘ Double-figure ’ type probably represents the Queen assisting the 
King to support the royal power in his captivity; but whether 
the coins were made by officers of the King or by independent 
barons is mere conjecture. 
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V. Coins not bearing the King’s Title, 
Eustace Fit/John (?) 

Type A. ‘ Full-figure ’ type. 

Olv. Fall figure in armour, holding sword. 

Jlev. Cross pattee in quatrefoil. 


Obverse. 

Reverse. 

Wt. 

Provenance, &c. 

i evst an 

*EBORACIoE 

18-5 

British Museum, 

\rz* 

D@T2 

19-0 

no.2G4andIIun- 
terian col!, (same 

PI. LX. 6, 6. | 


dies); II.M.Rey- 




nolds and B. 
RotIi(same dies). 
All from same 
reverse die. 

2. Same die as preceding 

|*EBORfiCloT 

18-3 

British Museum, 

.coin in British Mu- 
seum. 

|DErr 


no. 2G3. 

PI. LX. 7. 



3 Similar to preceding; 

I WOHHBFI 

10-0 

British Museum, 

but no annulets in field. | IJU£S'VXP 

PI. LX. 8. 

18-9 

nos. 2GG, 267 
and B. Roth (all 
from same dies). 

4. EVSTft n 

j Ornaments. 

1G-1 

British Mu a eum, 

vs 

Type as preceding. 

1 

1 


no. 2G8. 

PI. LX. 0. i 




Coins of the full- figure type of Eustace arc not recorded in nuy 
published finds; but their approximate date of issue is shown by 
their close association in style with issues, such as the Double-figure 
type and others, which have been found at Catal and elsewhere in 
•company with coins of Stephen. They have usually teen attributed 
to Eustace, son of Stephen. Ruding, Annals of the Coinage, vol. i, 
jj. 1G0, states that Eustace probably struck these coins ‘during his 
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residence at York as governor’; 1 he gives no authority for conferring 
this title on Eustace. Packe’s reference to Stubbs's Constitutional 
History (see Hum. Chron ,1890, p.67) is unintelligible , Stubbs has no 
such statement. I gather that it arises somehow from the account of 
Eustace’s arrival at York and order for Divine Service to be held 
in spite of the Papal Interdict, in 1149. I can find in the Chronicles 
no reason for the conclusion that Eustace was Governor of York 
at the time; William of Newburgh (under the year 1147) says, 
‘ adveniens Eustachius regis films sacra ofiicia celebmri praacepit' 
John of Hexham (Symeon, II. R., Cont.) says, ‘post regis absccssum 
venit filius ejus Eustachius Eboracum, divinaque ofiicia in eo cessare 
reperiens, clericos de divinis ministeriis nil omittere coegit ’ ; these 
expressions rather give the impression that Eustace was not in any 
official position at York, but coming there on his father’s departure 
took very strong action on finding that the Papal Interdict was 
being observed. Nor do I know any reason to believe that such 
an office as ‘Governor’ of York existed in the twelfth century. 

The connexion of Eustace, Stephen’s son, with the city of York 
seems to have been exaggerated. The passages quoted above tend 
rather to show that his arrival in 1149 was not in the capacity of 
an official of York ; but, however that may be, there is no trace of 
his having had any connexion with the city at an earlier period. On 
the contrary, his age, which, though not definitely known, can be 
approximately deduced, is sufficient guarantee that he held no 
independent authority at the time that this coinage must have 
been issued. The coins bear a close resemblance in style and 
lettering to the irregular issues of York above described, which 
is strongly suggestive of work contemporaneous, or approximately 
contemporaneous, with those issues ; and this connexion is greatly 
strengthened by a comparison of the ornaments of the Eustace 
coin, no. 268, on p. 390, with those of ‘Flag type’ coins onpp. 386-7 
and of the ‘ Double-figure ’ coins on p. 388 ; some of these ornaments 
may even have been made with the same punches. The probability 

1 A similar statement occurs in Witty and Ryall (1756) ; I have not suc- 
ceeded in tracing it farther. 
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of the issue of all these coinages of York at an early date, 
hardly later than 1141, and in particular those of the ‘Flag’ and 
* Double-figure ’ types, has been shown above (p. evlii, note 1). 
The Eustace coins of the ‘Full-figure* type must therefore be 
assigned to a date hardly later, perhaps even earlier, than 1141. 
Eustace, son of Stephen, was knighted in 1147 or 1149 ; l hence 
he may be assumed to have been born about 1130 and to have 
been, at the most, very little more than ten years old when 
these coins were struck. The representation of a knight in full 
armour cannot depict the son of Stephen before 1147 or 1149. 
The coins 2 should, I think, be assigned to Eustace FitzJohn, to 
whom the ‘Lion’ issues, described below, are attributed on the 
evidence of the fragment in Mr. Lawrence’s collection published 
by him in if«m. Chron., 1890, pp. 4*2 If., where Hr. Lawrence also 
advocated the attribution of all the Eustace coins to FitzJohn. 
As Poeke pointed out, the full-figure types are clearly struck at 
York city, for some bear an inscription which identifies the town 
name, though part of the inscription is unintelligible, and others 
bear the name of Thomas FitzUlf, whom he identified as ' Thomas 
FitzUlviet’ of Pipe Roll, Henry J, edu Hunter, p. 34, an alderman 
of York. FitzJohn was certainly a Yorkshire magnate, and lord 
of Hnlton and Knaresborough, but we cannot at present trace 
his connexion with the city of York. He was fighting for David 
at the Battle of the Standard in 1138, and seems from his signature 
to a charter to have been, at least temporarily, reconciled to Stephen 
by 1141-2. 3 That he issued coins in his own name somewhere in 
the neighbourhood of York is made certain by Hr. Lawrence’s 
fragment described below. In our present scanty knowledge of 

1 Ramsay (Foundations, vol. ii, p. 437, note 4) follows Howlctt’s argument— 
the signature of charters of 1147-S by Eustace with title Comts — for accepting 
1147 of the Gesta against 1149 of Huntingdon and Hexham. Round ( Feudal 
England, p. 495) denies that knighthood need precede the use of the title Comes, 
and places it in 1149. 

* On Plate LX they are described as coins of ‘ Eustace, son of Stephen (*?)'; 
but since the plate was printed I have felt more strongly the necessity of 
•abandoning this attribution. 

s See below, p. crv. 

h 
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this period it is impossible to say how he came to do so in York 
itself. It is important to note that the fragment which identifies 
the 'Lion' issues as a coinage of FitzJohn, though resembling the 
other ‘Lion’ coins in type, is in style moro closely allied to the 
‘Full-figure’ coins; this is most noticeable in the form of lettering 
and punctuation, hut it is also noteworthy that what remains of 
its reverse inscription bears at least a superficial resemblance to the 
unintelligible part of the reverso inscription of the British Museum 
coin of Full-figure type, no. 2G5. 


Eustace FitzJou.v. 

Type B. ‘ Lion ' type. 

Obv. A lion(?) passant to r , ornaments in field. 

JSev. Cross fleurjr over saltire, each limb of which ends in small crosses- 
pattees; annulets in field. 


Obrerse. j 

Reverse. j 

Wt. 

Prorenance, &c. 

*[; ]OUoEIIo|MT@riD*BE[] 

frag- 

L. A. Lawrence. 

IOWHIB 


nient 


El. liX. 10. 



*6IBT«0WV 

Ornaments in place of | 

18-6 


&: 

legend (each limb of 1 

1C-6 1 

nos. 269, 270, 


saltire ends in two 1 

chinned 

and other speci- 


crescents from which 1 

18-0 

mens from the 


a chain issues to the ' 

18-0 

same pairof dies. 


edge of the coin(. 

21-3 


PI. IiX. u. 




Very little is known of Eustace FitzJohn during the reign, of 
Stephen ; his close intimacy with the court of Henry I naturally 
led him to favour the cause of the Empress, and in February, 1138, 
we hear of Stephen depriving him of the custody of Bamborough 
Castle, on the ground that he was plotting with Matilda; in July of 
the same year he joined David of Scotland, surrendering to him 
lus castle of Alnwick, and, as we have seen, fought on his side at 
the Battle of the Standard. Between Christmas, 1141, and Easter,. 
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oC the good workmanship of the York coins, whereas the more 
common Lion-type coins which hear the name ' Eistaohins \ though 
still similar in style, especially of lettering, differ from any other 
of the York issues in the form of the ornaments in the reverse 
inscription. If either, therefore, is to l»c regarded as an imitation 
of the other, it should surely l*c the ‘ Eistnohius' issue. 


Robert »e Stctetiux. 

06r. Armed figure oo horseback to r. *KODBeUTU.SDe 

st \r 

Jltv. Cross pat tec over saltire Henry. Ornaments 

British Museum, no. 271 , Hunterian colL ; II. 51 Reynold* . 

P. W. I». Carlyon- Britton; B. Roth. The British Museum, 

Hunterian, and Reynolds specimens arc from the same dies. 

PJ. LX. 13, 13. 

All the specimens at present known of this coinage, except that 
in the Hunterian collection, arc in a more or less fragmentary 
condition which renders the last part of the obverse inscription 
illegible; this has made possible the traditional attribution to 
Robert of Gloucester, nn attribution which was, however, ques- 
tioned by Packo in Xum. Citron ., 18%, p. 70, on grounds of 
style nnd identity of reverso type with tho coin of Stephen de- 
scribed above as variety IV D (r). Pneke’s suggestion of Robert de 
Stuteville as the issuer of this coinage is made almost certain by 
the Hunterian coin, on which the whole obverse inscription is 
clearly legible with the exception of the letters DG; these are 
read by comparison with the Reynolds specimen. Of this Robert 
de Stuteville we know nothing except that he was one of the 
Yorkshire magnates who met at York in 1138 to consider measure*! 
of defence against David of Scotland ; he is supposed to have been 
the father of the sheriff of Yorkshire of 1170-5. 

The similarity of tho style of his coins to that of the other 
irregular issues of York points to an early date of issue, apparently 
within the period 1138-41. 
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IlEOtr, Bishop of Winchester. 


Olv. Bust r., crowned, holding crozier; star in lield to r. 
Jlev. Cross pattde OTer cro33 floury. 


Obverse. 

Reverse. 

Wt. 

Provenance, &c. 

*Ol-.gH[ 0 

VE6PC 

E[ JI-.fi.MV 
znax 

15-9 

frag- 

ment 

British Museum, 
no. 272. 

PI. LX. 14. 


*D£HIUCVE ! 
epe 

ZSBPPfiHV 

e-nex 

18-0 

P.\V. P.Carlyoa- 
Britton. 

PI. LX. 15. 




There seem to have been only two bishops of the name of Henry 
in English sees during the reign of Stephen — the Bishop of Win* 
Chester and Henry Murdac, Archbishop of York (1147-53). 

Murdac, who was not recognized by Stephen till their reconciliation 
in 1150, is hardly a possible candidate for this coinage, and would 
doubtless lift vo used the title unc/iieptscoptts instead of cpiKOjn t$. 

The coinage is a very curious one and is a remarkable illustration 
of the extraordinary power of Henry of Blois. Like the late eighth- 
century coins of Canterbury, these coins couple the royal title on 
the reverse with the episcopal title on the obverse, showing probably 
that tbc coinage was issued by grant of, and not in defiance of, the 
King. Whether the story is true or false that Bishop Henry was 
actually elected to the archbishopric of Canterbury in 1136 but 
refused translation by the Pope, bis legatine commission in 1139 
gave him a position superior to the Primate ; in 1142 lie even 
urged the Pope to raise Winchester to metropolitan rank, and 
according to Ralph de Diceto the pall was actually sent him by 
the Pope; in 1143 ho consecrated William as Archbishop of lork, 
Theobald of Canterbury dissenting. One is naturally inclined to 
place bis coinage in the period of his greatest ecclesiastical power, 
that is, between his appointment as Legate in March, 1139, and the 
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expiry of his legatine commission with the death of Innocent in 
September, 1143 ; from this period may be deducted nearly the 
whole of the year 1141 (February to December), the period of 
Stephen’s captivity, which leaves the alternative of the two periods 
March, 1139 — February, 1141, and December, 1141 — September, 
1143, The later of these two periods is not a likely date for 
a coinage which adopts for the portrait that of the King’s first 
issue. We may therefore take as a conjectural date of the issue 
the period March, 1139 — February, 1141. This date is confirmed 
by the resemblance in style to the York issues, a resemblance so 
close as to suggest that the dies were made at York or even the 
coins struck there (Major Carlyon-Britton’s specimen was found at 
York), but I cannot accept Mr. Andrew’s theory 1 that they were 
issued by William Fitzherbert shortly after June, 1141, in honour 
of his uncle, the Legate. Fitzherbert was not consecrated till 
1143, and an unconsecrated Archbishop of York is not likely 
to have issued a coinage bearing the names of the Bishop of 
Winchester and the King. 


Empress Matilda. 
Type as first issue of Stephen. 


Obverse. 

Reverse. 

TVt. 

Provenance, &.C. 

iimperatr: 

TVTWil^D 

E-BRSia 

16-6 

15-8 

P.W.P.Carlyon- 
Britton (tw o 

coins from same 
die). 

PI. I.XI. 1, 2. 


]ildieoi: 

|*ALPRED[ 1 
vd: 

18-5 i 

Rashleigb sale, 
lot 631. 

:m[ ildis 
ihper: 

fAPrENi:~ 

BIUST 


B. Both. 

PL I.XI. 3. j 




* Xurtt. C»n\, 19U, pp. 628-9. 
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Obverse. 

Reverse. 

Wt. 

Provenance, &e. 

MATILDiaSR 

ISSDAN'DE- 

BK[ 

17-0 

Rashleigh sale, 
lot 632. 

:matillis:i ]Eh:ea[ 

HP 1 

PL IiXI. 4. 


B. Roth (two 
coins from same 
dies). 

ruvriLDinM | *svEst!rs:o 
n: |H:o>e: 

PL LXI. 5. 

17-2 

16-5 

British Museum, 
no. 273, and 
H. M. Reynolds. 

]IEDMMP 

WAR1 


B. Roth (two 
coins). 

PL LXI. 0. 



Illegible. 

iRAVl-OH' 


B. Roth (very 
similar to pre- 
ceding). 

KATJLDian 

mmmmFtD; 

E8VHS 


B. Roth. 

]taMP[ 

]VRIE.*5H[ 


" 


A brief description of the Empress’s movements in England is 
given above in the account of the coins inscribed PERERIE (see 
pp. lxxxiv f.). Her coins are all of the type of Stephen’s first issue 
and bear as obverse inscriptions forms, more or less abbreviated, of 
Imperatrix, Matlldis Comitissa, and Matildis Inxperatrix. The 
dies were of rough work and were hand-engraved with the ex- 
ception of the reverse of the Oxford coin, which is made with 
the usual punching-irons ; 1 they all seem to l>e of low weight hut 
of good metal. The only mints that can be ascertained with any 

1 The coin in Rashleigh sale, lot 631, is perhaps also from a punch-worted 
die, but has rather the appearance of being engraved in imitation of punched 
lettering. 
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certainty are Bristol, Oxford, and Warehnm -, 1 EA is presumably 
not Canterbury (see above, p. lxxxvi), possibly Caine. 2 The coins were 
most probably all struck between 1139 and 1142 , those of Bristol, 
which was probably always her chief base, may have been issued at 
any time between these dates ; perhaps the coins with the inscription 
Imperatriar preceded those that have the name Matildis in addition 
to the title. The Oxford coins were perhaps stnick at, or shortly 
after, Easter, 1141, when the castle was surrendered to the Empress 
by Robert d'Oilly ; it seems likely- that dies then fell into her hands, 
for the reverses of these coins are struck from dies made apparently 
from the regular puaching-irons.and have all the appearance of the 
coinage of Stephen.® They might have been struck in June, 1141, 
after the flight from Loudon, or in September-December, 1142, 
when she was besieged at Oxford by Stephen ; but the occasion of 
her entry to Oxford in the course of her triumphal progress to 
London in March, 1141, seems the more probable date. lVareliam, 
one of Robert of Gloucester's strongholds, seems to have surrendered 
to Stephen in 1138, but was certainly in rebellion in the following 
year when Baldwin de Redvers landed there ; it was not recovered 
by Stephen till June, 1142, when be took it from ‘William of 
Gloucester, who was put in charge in bis father’s absence ; it was 
retaken by Robert, after a siege of three weeks, in November. 
Stephen’s attempt to recover it in the following year was 
unsuccessful. 

Other coins that have been attributed to Matilda are the variety 
of Stephen’s first issue which beats the inscription BERERIE, &c. 
(see above, pp. Ixxxiiff.), and two coins of Stephen’s second type 
(British Kumismatic Journal, vol. vii, p. 85, and PI. IT, 35, 36), 
but these are ill-struck and illegible, and I see no reason for the 
attribution. 

1 The former attribution of these and otter coins (see below, p. c xrri) to 
Warwick was, as Mr. Andrew has pointed oat, most improbable. 

* See below, pp, clxir f., and Xum. Chirm., 1915, p. 115 . 

* Sec Xtim. Chron., 1915, p. 114. 
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IIexey of Axjou. 


Tyi* /. 

(«) As first issue of Stephen. 


Obverse. 

Reverse. 

Wt. , 

Provenance, &c. 

[-.emucvB 

fc-WIIXEMS 

E1-.EKEE0KD 


B. Roth. 

PI. LXI. 8. 



]ihh:hioi 

1 From same die as pre- 
| ceding. 

17-6 

pierced 

British Museum, 
no. 275. 

PI. LXI. 7. 




Hie mint on these two coins might possibly read BEDEFORD; both 
as are clipped through the mint name. 


SEHRICV |*PICfiRIC:ON 
liEIC 

PI. LXI. 0. 


ex- ah: 


*'y/[ ]m:d 
eimalss: 


British Museum, 
no. 274. 


From its style and fabric this coin seems to belong to this series. 

A coin of this type, hut of Scottish style, which must be 
tributed to Earl Henry, son of David, was found at Bute (see 
ove, p. xcviii). 


(b) As variety III 7 of Stephen (see above, pp. xci ff-)- 


hEHRlt:$ I fBADEWLr 

I :CN0LO 

PI. LXI. 10. 


British Museum, 
no, 276 (from 
the Winterslow 
find). 
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(c) Obv. As first issue of Stephen. 

Jin. As last issue (type XV) of Henry I. 


Obverse. 

Reverse. 

wt. 

Provenance, & c. 

EIEHRIEV'S 

*oh:cao(»o 
[ I-’ 

12-4 

British Museum, 
no. 277 (liom 
the Winters! ow 

PL LXI. 12. ) 


find). 

Two coins similar to preceding, illegible, in P. 

W. P. Carlyon- 

Britton and H. 51. Reynolds collections. 



fcRENRIEWQ 1 

Square crown wWhoufc 
ornaments ; inscription 
begins to r. of sceptre 
and is not divided by 
bust. 

*[ JtEMO I 

N'.CR^T 1 

; 

B. Both. 


PI. MCI. 11. 



]H[ 

ELPREf ] 

16-5 i 

British Museum, 
no. 278 (from 

Ornament between face 

a: 


and sceptre. 


Winterslow 

PI. LXI. 13. 


fiud). 

SMHRICVffi 

Illegible, 

lC-4 

British Museum, 

REX 

Broad double diadem in 
place of crown. 


dipped 

no. 279 (Win- 
terslow find), 
and V. T. Ready 



(same dies). 

PI. LXI. 14. 




Another similar, illegible, in P. W. P. Carlyon-Britton collection. 


Type II. 

(«) Ole. Bust facing, crowned, between two stars. 

Itev. Cross botonnee over quadrilateral with pellet at each angle. 

MEHRIKV[ I 4AREFIH-.0 t lfi-G l British Museum, 

I MBRI “o. 280 . 

pi. Lao. is, I 
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Obverse. 

Reverse. 

wt. 

Provenance, &c. 

*ME[ ]CVS 

From same die as pre- 


Copenhagen 

B[ 

ceding. 


Museum. 

PL L2J. 10. 



]1«EV[ 

From same die as pre- 

15-5 

II. SI. Reynolds. 


ceding. 



*I->EHRIEVS 

*on:si[ ]\r 

1G-1 

British Museum, 

:re: 

RHI 


no. 281 (Win- 

PL LXn. 1. 


terslow find). 

i'DIHINIXn 

|*ADA3:OH^ 

1G-0 

British Museum, 

]n ! 

Iiveeoe 


no. 282. 

Pl. IiXU. 3. 



tPHOVlEH 

HIVOVH1H 

14-4 | 

British Museum, 

OI 

COHIH- 


no. 283. 


Pl. XiXII. 4. 


The last two coins are perhaps contemporary imitations of the Duke's 
coins 


(6) As preceding issue, but the cross botonnee on the reverse is voided. 


**»EN[ | *ELF[ ]:A 

PL im 2. 

7-6 

cut 

half- 

penny 

British Museum, 
no. 284 (Win- 
terslow find). 

]H[ 

*r ]LDEvr 

[ pvi 

15-4 

Basbleigh sale, 
lot 627. 

*EHH!IIHEXII 

HIIQ! (retrograde) 
Annulet enclosing pellet 
above each star. 

*"WA5?TEBS 

s:oh: 

16-0 

P.’W'.P. Carlyon- 
Britton. 

PI. LXII. 9. j 
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Mr. Andrew 1 reads the obverse of this coin — not retrograde— 
+:KVHFREI« DE BVhuN. It seems to me to be a blundered 
coin of Henry or possibly William. 

‘Anno gratia 5ICXLIX, qui est XIIII regni regis Stephani, Benricus 
dux Normannorum resit is Angliam cum magno exercitu, et reddita sunt 
ei castella muJta et masitiones quatnplures ; et fecit monetam noram, 
quam vocabant monetam ducis; et non tantum ipse, sed omnes potentes, 
tam episcopi quam comites et Intones, suam faciebant monetam. Sed 
ex quo dux ille renit, plurimoTum monetam casaavit .’ 3 

Tlie abo% e passage occurs in Koger of Hoveden’s Chronicle under 
the year 1149, and seems to be an original statement of his own, 
and not, like the great part of his histoiy of this period (1148-69), 
taken from the Chronicle of Melrose. In his introduction to Roger 
of Hoveden's Chronicle, Stubbs says: ‘The notices of the years 
1148 to 1169 which arc neither taken directly from the Chronicle 
of Melrose, nor connected closely with the Becket contest, are very 
few, and some of them, I think, of very questionable authenticity. 
... Of the striking of money by Henry in 1149 called “the 
duke’s money”, and of tlie appointment of Henry as justiciar to 
Stephen in 1153, it is impossible to say that they arc false, hut 
equally impossible to say that they are in the least degree 
probable.' 

There were four (or three!) occasions on which Henry came to 
England during Stephen’s reign: 

(1) In late autumn, 1142, then nine years old, he was sent over 
to Bristol and lived there four years, returning to Normandy towards 
the end of 1140. 

[(2) In the spring of 1147, in order to create a diversion on 
behalf of Gilbert of Clare, who was attacked in Peveusey by 
Stephen, he brought a small band of adventurers and was joined 
on landing by Robert of Leicester; he made an attack on Cricklade 
and on Bourton (Gloucestershire?); both attacks failed, his men 


* yum. C.Vw, 1014, p. 632. 

* Koger of IIoTeden (KotU Series, no. 51), rob >, p. 211. 



IRREGULAR ISSUES . CSXV 

began to desert, and at the end of Hay he returned to Normandy 
from Wareham. Perhaps an invention of the Gesta. 1 ] 

(3) Early in 1149 he returned, apparently for the purpose of 
being knighted by David of Scotland; landing probably at 
'Wareham, he was at Devizes on April 13, and thence went to 
the court of David at Carlisle, where he was knighted on Hay 22. 
Of the rest of his movements we know nothing till his return to 
Normandy in January, 1150. 

(4) In January, 1153, at the request of the beleaguered garrison 
of Wallingford, he arrived with a force said to consist of 150 men- 
at-arms and 3,000 foot-soldiers. He reduced the keep of Halmesbuiy, 
raised the siege of Wallingford, and, after a short time, visited his 
head-quarters at Bristol, after which he made an armed progress 
through the midlands, from Winchcombe (?) to Evesham, Warwick, 
Stamford, and Nottingham ; Stamford Castle surrendered to him, 
but the garrison at Nottingham, by firing the town, caused his 
retreat. On Aug. 10, 1153, the death of Eustace gave the 
opportunity for a compromise which culminated in the peace 
ratified in Council at Winchester on Nov. 6, 1153. 

The passage above quoted from Ttoger of Hoveden is at least 
confused in chronology — the visit of Henry when he was accom- 
panied by a large force, and received the surrender of several 
castles, was that of 1153, not of 1149; in the sentence referring to 
the * duke’s money ’, if we may believe the statement, the chronicler 
is evidently similarly inaccurate, and probably relates under the 
mention of Henry a traditional tale. If the statement that he 
made a new coinage, and that the bishops and barons did likewise, 
is correctly placed to his visit of the year 1149, his suppression 
of this baronial coinage can hardly have occurred during his same 
stay in England, which lasted not longer than nine months. Apart 
from its chronological inaccuracy, the statement, which does not 
in itself sound like a groundless fabrication, finds support in the 
coins which may with much probability be attributed to the Duke, 
or rather, the Angevin party in England. 


1 See Round, Feudal England, pp. 491 ff. 
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istkoductios 


These coins were at one time supposed to belong to the reign of 
Henry I, but their presence in the Winterslow find, 1 and their 
absence in the finds o£ coins of Henry I, show them to have been 
issued in the reign of Stephen. It is still sometimes suggested that 
Earl Henry, son of David, may have issued this coinage or part of 
it, but a comparison of the inscription •J'/VREFIHIOH BRl 
with ^ARnENIIlllIBRIilT on a coin of Empress Matilda, 
and l fPIC!:RlC!OH IVERZ with coins of Stephen, pp. 340-1, 
nos. 38 and 39, leaves no doubt that, whoever this Henry was, 
he coined at Bristol and Hereford. The Scottish prince cannot 
have coined in the West, nor would he have put on his coins the 
title REX, which is likely to be adopted only by a claimant to the 
throne. 2 Further, in connexion with these coins must be considered 
the coins similar to the later issue (described ns type II above), 
but bearing other obverse titles, which seem only explicable as 
a baronial coinage imitating the coinage of Henry, such os Hovedcn 
tells us was suppressed by the Duke on his arrival. 

There is much difficulty in determining when this coinage can 
have been issued by Henry ; the earliest type, presumably, is the 
direct imitation of the first issue of Stephen, which can hardly 
have been the type in issue at the royal mints in the late autumn 
of 1142, when Henry first landed in England. 

Matilda had on, or shortly after, her arrival issued a coiuage 
which imitated the first issue of Stephen, the coinage at that time 
(1139) presumably still in issue, or at least the most frequent 
type in currency;* this type she continued to issue without 
change until perhaps her flight from Oxford in December, 1142, 
from which date her claim was practically abandoned, and her 


1 See above, p. xsx. 

* At the same time it mast be remembered that a cola ia known of the type 
of Stephen's first issue having on the obverse the name Uenricus (without 
title), which must be attributed to Earl Henry, owing to its Scottish style 
and sery close resemblance to coins of David of the same type, and also on 
account of its Scottish provenance (Bate find) and its probable attribution to 
Carlisle and the moneyer Erebal J (see above, p. serai). 

* See p. Isxr. 
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party were held together by Robert of Gloucester in the name of 
Henry. Henry’s confirmation of liis mother’s charter to Aubrey tie 
Vere, attributed to J uly-November, 1142, 1 and indeed the guarantee 
given by the Empress in her original charter (not later than June 
in the same year), 'that she would obtain her son’s ratification, show 
that in this year (1142) she was fighting for the cause of her son as 
rightful heir to the throne, and had abandoned her own claim. 
It is to this period, c. 1142-3, that I should attribute the substitu- 
tion of the name of Henry for that of Matilda on the coinage 
of the Angevin party in England, the original type being con- 
tinued for a time. 2 In October, 1147, Robert of Gloucester died, 
and the Angevin cause in England practically ceased to exist, the 
Empress herself leaving the country in the following February ; it 
revived with the third (second?) visit of Henry in 1149. The profile 
types I have above assigned to the period immediately following 
the change in tho Empress’s position from claimant in her own 
right to claimant in the right of her son, that is to say, c. 1142, 
I (c) being presumably somewhat later than 1 (a) and (&). The later, 
or full-face, types, the obverse of which is presumably based on that 
of type III of Stephen, must, I think, at least have commenced 
their currency before Robert’s death in 1147. Of this I find 
confirmation in the finds of coins of this reign. In the Awbridge 
find the absence of coins of Henry struck before his accession 
might possibly be explained by assuming that he recalled his coins 
from circulation at the same time as he put down the baronial 
issues, though that seems hardly possible if the later type of 
his coinage was not brought into circulation before 1153. The 
Winterslow find seems more definite. No account exists of this find, 
hut B. G. Roberts seems to have had a representative selection 
from it, and to judge from his coins the hoard contained specimens 

1 Round, Geoffrey de MandeciHe, pp. 184 if. 

1 See Bum. Chron., 1915, p. 118. I -was there mistaken in saying that 
Mr. Andrew assigned all the profile types of Henry to 1149 ; Hits. 259 he 
places in. 1142, and with it I understand him to include all those with the 
reverse of Stephen’s first type (except the coin of Scottish style from the 
Bate find ; see Brit. Bum. Joum., vol. is, p. 414), the remaining profile coins 
(described above as type I (e)) in 1149 and the full-face issues in 1153. 
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of all the varieties of Henry of Anjou excepting type I («); and of 
the true coinage of Stephen, types I, II, and III were represented. 
The later issue of Henry of Anjou was therefore most probably 
introduced during the issue of the third or fourth type of Stephen, 
that is to say, probably not many years after 1145. 

The mints that can be identified with likelihood are. of 
type I (a) Hereford and Malmesbury, of type I (6) Gloucester, of 
type I (c) *Crsfc n (Cirencester in Gloucestershire!), the others being 
uncertain: of type II (a) Bristol (the same moneyer. Art-fin, seems to 
have struck colas of the Empress, see above, p. ewiii), Sherborne 
Wiveliscombe 1 ; of type II (l>) none are certain. 

Even if the mints could be interpreted with certainty, it is not 
likely that a consideration of them in connexion with such e\ idence 
as we have of Henry’s movements would nssist towards dating the 
coinage; for these issues of Henry represent, I think, rather the 
coinage of his party than his own private issues. At this time, 
after 1142, the West of England was Angevin, and at the Angevin 
strongholds, such as Bristol, Gloucester, Wateham, fee., there was 
probably a more or less continuous output of coins in the name 
first of Matilda, and later of Henry, and these coinages are likely 
to have been the main currency of the West.® 

Type I (5) is of some interest as it varies from the regular typo 
of Stephen, and is identical in type with a variety described above, 
variety III 7 (see above, pp. xci ft’.) ; that variety was shown to 
have occurred in finds of late coins of the reign, and not in finds 
containing coins of the first issue (except one specimen in the 
Linton find), and therefore was apparently first issued at the end of 
the period when type I was being minted, and continued in 
circulation to the beginning of Henry H’s reign. Why there should 
be this curious connexion it is impossible to say ; one cannot suppose 
that Henry issued coins bearing Stephen’s name; it may be that 
they were issued in the same locality, and perhaps the dies made 

1 The usual interpretation of CRST as Christchurch seems to me very 
doubtful. The town was called Twynham. Christchurch was the name of 
ihe monastery only. I suggest Cirencester conjecturally. 

* See Brit. Xmn. Jonnu, vol. », p. 414. 
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by the same engravers, though the difference of style is against 
this; perhaps the variety of uncertain attribution is the work 
of some baron in the "West of England, where Henry’s coins were 
mostly in circulation, but if so, the use of Stephen’s title on an 
imitation of Henry’s coin is not easily explained. 


Robebt (or Gloucesteb ?). 

Type of Stephen’s second issue. 

Obverse inscriptions ; SSSBEYV (penny. B. Roth). 

JROBETV[ (halfpenny. B. Roth). 
PL EXIT. 5, 6. 


Reverse inscriptions quite uncertain : the penny reads 
YND:ON: — , the mint-name has some appearance of being 
hERE or LERE, or possibly UNI. The attribution is quite 
uncertain ; the coins may represent a baronial issue, or money of 
necessity. One would not expect Robert of Gloucester to issue 
coins except in the name of the Empress or Henry. 

Another Robert may be the issuer. If LERE is the reading of 
the mint-name on the penny (but this is very doubtful), Robert 
de Beaumont, the favourite of Stephen, who went over to Henry 
on his arrival in 1147 (?), is more probable (see Brit. Atim. Joum-, 
vol. vi, p, 3C6, and voL vii, p. 88). 


TViLLiAit (of Gloucesteb?). 
Type /. 


As type of Henry of Anjou, I (c). See p. cxxii 


Otnerse. 

Reverse. 

m. i 

Provenance, &c. 

]LELfD 

Square cron n with hall 
ornaments; inscription 
begins to r. of sceptre, i 

]LEL[ 

14-0 

11. M. Reynolds. 
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Tyi* H- 


, (a) As type of Henry of Anjou, II (n)- See p. cxxii. 


Obverse. 

Reverse, 

wt. 

Provenance, &c. 

ttVai'IHD 

VO- 

Two rows of pellets take 
the place of the crown. 

PL 1.3 

■tWUEtlOH 

:ciwt 

EH. 10. 

15-0 

II. M. Reynolds. 


(6) As type of Henry of Anjou, II (l) See p. exxiil. 

*WIUELffl|*[ ]AHDO 

Vf; | KDOB 


P.W.P.Carlyon- 

Britton. 

PL LXII. 8. 



*-WIH.EI.OO®KO®IEIV".D 
v N : | EVAR 

pi. r.xn. u, la. 

150 

1 14*5 

P.W.P.Cariyon- 
1 Britton and 

II. SI. Reynolds 
(same dies). 

«WIUEL(D 1 *VN[ ]ON- 
vn: | “Wiw 

15-4 1 
broken 

British Museum, 
no. 285. 

PL LXH. 7. 



From same die as pre- 1 ]/VW*OMI[ 

ceding. 

1G-0 

British Museum, 
no. 28G. 


These coins are evidently struck in direct imitation of the issues 
of Henry, not only of the later but also of the earlier, or profile, class. 1 
In one case, type II (a), there seems to he an attempt to express 
some title as well ns the name on the obverse ; this difficult inscrip- 
tion may perhaps be read WILLEM DVO (for DVX 1) or WlLLern 
Eoiles DY 0 (?) . Mr. Andrew 1 reads WILLelmus EoMes DVrOtrigum 
and attributes tbe coin to William de Mohun, Earl of Dorset and 
Somerset ; but the letter of Brian FitzCount to the Legate, published 


1 1 am very doubtful whether this coin, described as type I, should be 
classed -with the other William coins. 

* Xum. Ctrc n 1914, p. 631. 
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by Mr. Bound in Eng. Hist. Rev., 1910, pp. 297 fF., shows that William 
de Moyon deserted the Empress before the end of 1143, and there 
seems no reason to suppose that he returned to her side. The coin 
certainly belongs to the latter half of the reign. 

It is noteworthy that not only the types but also the mint-names 
(so far as they can be interpreted) are identical with those on coins 
of Henry or the Empress. The name CRST occurs again (possibly 
Cirencester? see above, p. cxxviii), also at WAR (doubtless 
Wnreham) the same moneyer, Roger, coined under the Empress; 
DOB or DOR (Dorchester?) and WIS (Wiveliscombe ?) are quite 
uncertain. The weight of the coinage is low. These considerations 
and the extent of this coinage, if it may be attributed to 
one person (which is doubtful), suggest that the magnate 
who issued it was at 6ome time leader of the Angevin party in 
England ; this position may have fallen to William of Gloucester 
between his father's death in 1147 and the arrival of Henry in 
1149, a period of which historical records are very meagre; but 
any attribution of tho coins must be a matter of considerable 
doubt. The coin of type II (6), with mint*reading WIS, came from 
tho Winterslow find. 


Umax FitzCocnt? 

Type of Henry of Anjou, II (a), and William (of Gloucester ?), II (a). 

Obv. *BRCIT[ 

Wt. 15-9 grs. P. W. P. Carljon-Pritton. PL I.XII. 13. 

Hr. Andrew (ATtun. Circ., 1914, p. G32) reads these inscriptions: 
B- R* ComlTIS DEVonlre and BRILTDPI • TO (a blundered copy 
of an Exeter reverse of the last issue of the reign of Henry I) ; 
ho thus follows Montagu (iVum. Chron., 1890, Proceedings, 
p. 5) in attributing the coin, to Baldwin de Rctlvcrs. I am not 
by any means satisfied that the latter part of the obverse 
inscription can be read as Mr. Andrew lias read it I prefer 
to remain conteut with the proposal of Packe (Aunt. Chron^ 
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1896, pp. 63 £.), reading the inscription as Brianue Gomitis 
Filins ; the reverse inscription seems to me likely to be a copy 
of that on the obverse Brian FitzCount declared for Matilda 
in 1139 and concerted with Robert oE Gloucester in plans- of 
campaign; he was blockaded in Wallingford by Stephen, but 
relieved by Milo in the same year. He was with the Empress 
at London in June, and at Oxford in July, 1141, and after the 
siege of Winchester fled with her to Devizes ; he was with her 
at Bristol 1 at the close of 1141, and at Oxford in the spring of 
1142 ; to his castle at Wallingford Matilda fled at Christmas, 1142. 
He was besieged by Stephen at Wallingford in 1146, and again 
in 1163, when Henry relieved him on his fourth (third?) arrival 
in England. Perhaps this coin might be attributed to the siege 
of Wallingford in 1146. 

Baldwin de Redvers was created Earl of Devon by the Empress 
before June, 1141.* He revolted from Stephen in 1136, was besieged, 
capitulated and fled to the Isle of Wight, and surrendered on 
hearing of Stephen’s approach from Southampton ; he was banished 
and took refuge with Geoffrey of Anjou. In 1139 he landed at 
Wareham and took Corfe Castle; he joined the Empress and was 
present at the siege of Winchester in 1141. After that we hear 
little of him except as a benefactor of religious houses. He died 
in 1155. 


Uncebtain Baronial Coins. 

(1) Oh. ]EO(n Bust in armour t., holding sword. 

Rev. ]OHl JV Quadrilateral, ileured at angles, 

over cross fieury. 

Wt. 15-8 grs. (clipped). British Museum, no 292. PI. LX1I.14. 
From the Winter-slow find. 

Mr. Andrew 3 attributes this coin to Patrick, Earl of Salisbury. 


1 Dugdale, Monastieon, vol. vi, p. 137. 

1 Round, Ceofft ey He UandetiUe, pp, 271-2. 
* A’um, Cue., 1914, p. 632. 
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(2) 06 r. »TO)(or®;)EFH Bust facing, crowned, holding sceptre, 

star to r. 

Etc. ’i/VLFRDONTOH: Cross pattee, annulet enclosing 
pellet in each angle. 

W T t. 15-2 grs. British Museum, no. 293. PI. LXH. 15. 

Perhaps the obverse inscription represents a blundered form of 
STIEFXE. The resemblance of the reverse type to that of the 
following piece is noteworthy. 

(3) Oh-. IHEPrii Bust to r., holding sceptre (as on first issue of 

Stephen). 

AVr. WHEHOH[ Cross pattee, annulet enclosing pellet 
in each angle. 

Wt. 16 grs. British Museum, no. 294. PI. IiXII. 10. 

Organization and Control of the Mint. 

The only officials of the mints of whose existence we have any 
literary evidence during the Nornmn period are the monctarii, or 
moneyers, whoso names appear on the coins. 1 An auri/aber, 
or goldsmith, was probably employed for the designs of the coinage 
and perhaps controlled the engraving of dies; a function which 
seems to have been hereditary in the family of tho goldsmith 
Otto from the time of Domesday, and apparently developed 
at a later date into the post of Cuneator or Engraver of the 
Dies, which was held in definite tenure of the king. Otto the 
Goldsmith appears in Domesday 2 in possession of lands in Essex 
and Suffolk; a charter of Henry I directed to Maurice, Bishop 
of London, who died in 1107, confirmed to William FitzOtto 
(presumably son oE Otto of Domesday) lands held by his father and 

1 See below, pp, «li fL 

* II. 97b, 10Gb, 23Gb. Other goldsmiths mentioned in Domesday are: 
Grimhaldus (I. 74), Alwardus (I. 63 b). Lean-inns (I. 53 b), Nicholaus (aurifaber 
comitis llugonia, II. 279), Rainbaldus (11.273), Teodricus (I. 36 b, 63, ICOb). 
A pedigree of the Otho family, with citations from records, is published in 
AW Chrcn., 1893, p. 145. 
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the craft of the dies ; is the sixth year of John, May 16, 1205, a writ 
to William FitzOtho ordered him to make dies for the Royal and 
Episcopal mints of Chichester, and in the forty-first year of the 
following reign an inquiry was held into the conditions of tenure 
under which Otto FitzWilliam, then dead, had held the custody 
of the king's die in England. From this it appears that the 
hereditary office of Aurifaber of the time of William I developed 
in, or before, the reign of John into an office definitely attached 
to the Mint. Of any other officers of the Mint we find no evidence 
at all, nor can any conclusion bo drawn from an inquiry into the 
organization of the Mint in later times. The administration was 
not at this early period divided into separate Government depart- 
ments •, the first sign of breaking away from the old centralization 
of financial, judicial, and administrative authority in a single 
executive board first appears in the reign of Henry II. Under the 
Norman kings, at least, the Mint was no doubt treated as an 
inseparable part of the king’s treasury or exchequer, 1 and I think 
one may assume that the same executive officers controlled the 
work of the moneyers at the xoyal mints throughout the country 
as audited the accounts of the king’s sheriffs; at the same time 
the moneyers were probably more independent than at a later 
period. 

Some reference has already been made to the means at the 
disposal of the king or his officers for controlling the moneyers. 
The most obvious method was the engraving of the moneyer’s name 
and of his mint on his reverse dies; this would seem inadequate 
without some periodical trial of the money, and it has been suggested 
above 2 that the periodical change of the coin-types was made with 
the object of marking a periodical assay which might he the origin 
of the Trial of the Pyx; assaying was certainly known and 
employed at this time, for payments in Domesday are sometimes 
‘ blanched i.e. assayed and compensated. 

1 That a financial department existed at this time and earlier, there seems no 
donht (see Hsghea, Crump and Johnson, Dialog us de Scaccario, introduction, 
p. 13, and references in foot-note). 

1 p. xiii. 
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Whether the dies for provincial mints were all made in London 
has long been under dispute ; but the evidence of Domesday on the 
question seems so strong that I think it may be accepted^ with 
slight reservation. ‘The Domesday passages which bear on the 
subject are the following statements of fees paid by moneyers on 
receipt of dies after the introduction of a new type : 1 

In civitate Virecestre habebat Rex Edwnrdus banc consuetudinem. 
Quando raoncta vertebatur quisque monetarius dabat xx solidos ad 
Londoniam pro cuncis monetm accipiendis (I. 172). 

Septem monetarii erant ibi (in Hereford). Unus ex his erat mone- 
tarius episcopi. Quando xnoneta renovatur dabat quisque eorum xviii 
solidos pro cuneis recipiendis : et ex co die quo redibant usque ad unum 
mensem dabat quisque eorum regi xx solidos. Et similiter liabebat 
episcopus de suo monetario xx solidos (I. 179). 

Tres monetarios habebat ibi (in Sciropesberie) rex. Qui, postquam 
coemissent cuneos mo net a; ut alii monetarii patrite, xv die dabant regi 
xx solidos unusquisque. Et hoc fiebat moneta vertente (I. 252). 

A certain amount of evidence on this subject may be adduced 
from the coins themselves, but not sufficient to afford any definite 
conclusion. 

In favour of the engraving of all dies at London, emphasis has 
always been laid on the very close similarity of coins struck at 
mints in all parts of the country; the similarity of style is 
indeed striking, and it is impossible, with the exception of a few 
coins which are mentioned below, to attribute a coin to its mint 
by examining the style of the obverse. But this does not take 
into account the method of engraving dies, which was apparently 


1 The payment of fees is also mentioned, but without notice of the receipt of 
dies, in the following passages: In burgo de Lewes, cum moneta renovatur dat 
xx solidos unusquisque monetarius (I. 26). Ibi (in burgo Lore Cestre) erant 
ii monetarii, quisque eorum reddens regi unam markam argent? , et xx solidos 
quando moneta vertebatur (I. 75). Ibi (in Brideport) erat unus monetarius, 
reddens regi unam markam argenti et xx solidos quando moneta vertebatur 
(I. 75). Ibi (in Warhatn) ii monetarii, quisque reddens unam markam argenti 
regi, et xx solidos quando moneta vertebatur (1. 75). Ibi (in burgo Sceptesberie) 
erant iii monetarii, quisque reddebat i markam argenti, et xx solidos quando 
moneta vertebatur (1.75). 
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a system of reproducing a set model with mathematical precision 
and with the assistance of punching tools and did not leave much 
scope. for individuality. The use of a model or pattern die, or 
rather, the copying of one die from another, seems to be the only 
possible explanation of a curious reproduction of errors on Thetford 
coins of the second type of William I.' These are the three coins 
described below, p. 27, nos. 141—0; they ntc all struck from 
different reverse dies, on each of which appears the very rare 
omission of the initial cross', on each the inscription begins a little 
to the rifht of the limb of the voided cross of the design instead 
of beginning in the usual place exactly above the limb, and the 
readings are : 

EINRIEOH-MEOYNF 

EnmiEOHD*IEO*IIF 

EmiUEOnX)*IEO*MF 

The first reading contains a very natural punch- worker s error, 
*1 for ►©, the use of a straight instead of a crescent-shaped 
punch; the other two both reproduce this error, but, apparently 
with the intention of correcting it and on the supposition that the 
misgraveu letter represented H, the letter D is inserted before it. 
This is a very curious and, I think, quite certain proof oE the 
copying of die from die, for there is no doubt whatever that the 
coins nos. 145 and 146 are struck from two different reverse dies, 
though each reproduces the extraordinary' mistaken attempt to 
correct the error of no. 144. The engraving of dies was therefore 
a matter of copying, the original being presumably made by the 
chief engraver and supplied to the workmen to copy. This does 
not decide the question whether the copying of the original die 
and the recopying of die from die were done at London or locally ; 
it does show, however, that, if the dies were all made at 
London, either a model was kept by the euneator at London, or 
a number of dies, and not a single pair, were delivered to the 

* Num. Chivn., 1911, pp. 283-4. I there held the view that this proved that 
dies were engraved locally, hat it may equally he explained ae the work of 
engravers at London working from a set model. 
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moneyer at the introduction of tlie new issue ; 1 for we know from 
specimens of dies of hammered coinage, though later in date, which 
still survive, that the dies when returned after use were not in 
a condition to he copied by the engraver. 

A coin which affords some, though rather conjectural, evidence 
that the dies were made in London, is described on p. 114, no. 608: 
it is a Chichester coin on the reverse of which the outline of 
is visible below the second and third letters (IE) of the mint, the 
coin is in very good condition and there is no trace of overstriking. 
The letter was evidently wrongly engraved on the die ; if, as 
seems likely, the engraver began to engrave the mint as Exeter 
instead of Chichester, the die must have been made at London 
and not at Chichester for such confusion to arise 3 

Perhaps the strongest support for a literal interpretation of 
the passage above quoted from Domesday is to be found in the 
consideration of the meaning of the reverse inscriptions, and of 
occasional efforts of the moneyers to make them illegible by 
tampering with their dies. There can be no doubt that the 
moneyer’s name and that of his mint were placed on the coins 
of this period for the purpose of identification of the person 
responsible for any coin that might be found of low weight or 
base standard. Certain coins have been found, and are described 
below (pp. cxlix ff.), which were struck, usually of low weight, from 
reverse dies on which some ingenuity lias been spent in changing 
the names in the legend or in making them illegible ; 3 these 
are clearly attempts on the part of the moneyers to make profit 
by the usual fraudulent practice of coining at low weight, while 
minimizing the risk of conviction by tampering with tlie mark 


’ To Bury St. Edmunds one set of dies only uas supplied at a time, and 
that only on return of the old set. But Stephen granted the Abbot as many as 
three sets (see below, p, cliiv). 

* Note also, on. p. xlv, the possible evidence of the use of identical punches 
in making the dies of different mints. 

s See Xum. Chron., 1911, pp. 285 ff. I am not now of opinion, as I then wa3, 
that these coins are evidence of the moneyers being in possession of official 
graving punches. 
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of identification which the coins hear. IE the engraving oE the 
dies had been dono locally, it would presumably have been done 
by, or under direction of, the moneyers, who seem to have been 
important officials responsible for tho operations of the mints at 
which they worked; in this case, the altering of the inscription 
on reverse dies would be an unnecessary labour, as it would be 
in the moneyer's power to have his dies originally engraved with 
a false inscription. 

The chief argument to be opposed to the theory that the dies 
were made at London, is that certain coins of a certain locality, 
while differing from the coins of tho other mints, bear a very close 
resemblance in stylo to each other. Most noteworthy of these 
are the coins of William I which are attributed to the mints of 
St. Davids and Cardiff (sec PI. XIX. 1-3, and PI. XXIII. 13-10); 
and I think it must be conceded that, even if the evidence of 
Domesday is right, exception must be made of the Welsh mints,* 
for they, unlike other so-called coarse or barbarous issues, were 
evidently not made with the usual punches that were used for the 
rest of the coinage. Other coins of the reign of William I * have 
a peculiarity of stylo (see iVttm. Chron., 1911, p.283); the most 
important instance is tho coins of typo IV of Lincoln, Stamford, 
and York, which arc all of very rough work and nil closely 
similar in stylo. Similar nlso are some of the Lincoln coins of 
type II (sec PI. IV. 13, 14), The coarseness of these coins seems 
to be due not to the use of punches of irregular form, but to the 
careless handling of the punches and clumsy engraving of the dies. 
This might well be explained by the assumption that the dies were 
cut locally or at a separate centre for the Yorkshire and Lincoln- 
shire mints; but this explanation is not a necessary one; it 
may equally be explained by the assumption that the work was 
distributed to the engravers at London by localities, and that 
inexperienced workmen were at this period given the dies 

1 Coins of Rtmddlin, however, are not of ‘barbarous’ -work (see PL 
XXIII. 8). 

* I purposely avoid making mention hete of coins of Stephen, as peculiarities 
of that reign might be attributed to baronial work. 
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to engrave for tlio northern and north-eastern part of the 
country. 

We may, therefore, conclude that one of the methods by which 
the authorities controlled the work of the moneyers was the 
engraving of their dies at London; but this statement requires 
some modification. Not only does it seem necessary to attribute 
the engraving of dies of the Welsh mints to local workmen 
using locally made tools, but it is also necessary to concede that 
in some circumstances it was allowed, or at least possible, for an 
obverse die to be borrowed by a moneyer of one mint from 
a moneyer of another . 1 

The following instances, all of the 1 Pass ’ type of William I, 
occur of a die being sent from one mint to another (traces on the 
coins of rust-marks or cracks on the dies usually furnish evidence 
at which mint the die was first used ) : 2 * * 5 

From Barnstaple (Seword, nos. 498, 499) to Exeter (Semser, no. 668). 

From Canterbury (Godric, no. 554) to Ilytbe (Edrcd, no. 712). 

From Guildford (Seric, nos. GDO-2) to Chichester (Bruman, nos. 600-2). 

From Marlborough (Cild, no. 827) to Salisbury (Esbcrn or Osbern, nos. 
897-8). 

From Salisbury (Esbern, nos. 899, 900) to Marlborough (Cild, no. 828). 
(These two Marlborough coins are from the same reverse die, no. 828 being 
the later.) 

From ' Salisbury (Esbcrn or Osbern, nos. 895-6) to Wilton (Sewine, 
no. 1062). 

From Wilton (Sefaroi and Sewine, nos. 1058-9, 1063) to Salisbury 
(Osbern, nos. 901-2). 

From Cricklade (iElfwine, no. 625) to Wilton (^Elfwine, no. 1057). 

From Shrewsbury (Godeabrand, no. 938) to St. Davids (Turn, no. 883).* 

From London (yElfred, nos. 7G3-4) to Southwark (Osmund, nos. 976-7). 


1 The use of an obverse die by two or more moneyers at the same mint 

is very frequent. 

* See Hum. Cln on., 1911, pp. 274 ff. The London and Ipswich die mentioned 

on p. 278 (op. cit.) is omitted, as the coin that purports to he of Ipswich is 
certainly a forgery (see below, p. 136, no. 722). 

5 The close resemblance of both obverse and reverse of the Shrewsbury coin 
to the coarse work of St. Davids causes some doubt whether its attribution to 
Shrewsbury is correct; see below, p. clxxx. 
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In type II of William I, the same die was used (there is no 
evidence at which mint it was first used) at : 

London (Godvine?, no. 128) and Tlietford (Cinric, no. 145); the reverse 
die of the London com had been tampered with, see below, p cl 
Thetford (Cinric, no 14G) and M AIN’T . . . (Bcihtwi, no. 130). 

In typo III of William I, a die was sent from London (Sibode, 
no, 201) to Exeter (/Elfwine, no, 184). 

It mil he noticed that, disregarding the Shrewsbury — St. Davids 
die (and indeed Shrewsbury was probably the most accessible, if 
not the nearest, mint to St. Davids), the two mints using the 
same die are almost invariably in close proximity. The only 
exceptions are London — Thetford, and London — Exeter ; whether 
the London — Thetford die was used first at London or Thetford 
is uncertain, but the London — Exeter die is shown with certainty, 
from rust-marks in the crown, to have been sent from London 
to Exeter. We have, then, two distinct phenomena : in the first 
place that of a die being sent from one mint to another in tho 
vicinity, and secondly, a die being sent from London all the way 
to Exeter, and another either from London to Thetford or from 
Thetford to London (presumably, by analogy, from London to 
Thetford). The former case is no doubt simply the borrowing or 
purchase of a die from a neighbour as an emergency measure; 
whether it was an authorized measure or illegal, one cannot say. 
The second case is very different; it seems to be a definite illus- 
tration of the theory that dies were delivered from London to 
the provincial mints, as I think one can only explain the transfer 
of a die from London to a mint so far distant aa Exeter aa 
a stop-gap measure, an old die being sent when the need at 
Exeter was urgent, in order to save the time of engraving the 
new die. 

The large number of irregular issues in the north of England 
during the reign of Stephen may perhaps be attributed to a tem- 
porary collapse of the direct control from the London mint. 
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The position of the moneyer in Anglo-Saxon times is obscure : 
in the reign of'iEthelrcd H, he had workmen under him for whom 
he was personally responsible; 1 in the laws of Cnut the moneyers 
seem themselves to have been under the authority of the reeve, for 
if they affirmed that they made false coin with his permission the 
reeve was to undergo the triple ordeal, and, if guilty, to suffer the 
same penalty as a guilty moneyer. 2 In the laws of iEthelstan, 
jEthelred II, and Cnut the same penalty— amputation of the hand, 
and its exposure over the mint— was fixed for false coining. 3 The 
number of moneyers was reduced by JEthelred II : 4 for every chief 
town three, for every other town one (to judge by the names 
appearing on consecutive issues of the coins of this reign, this 
law was repealed or modified). 

In the Winton Domesday (fob 2) God wine Socche is described ns 
having been ‘master moneyer' in the time of the Confessor. 

In Domesday, more information is given on this subject; we 
have already (p. cxxxv) quoted passages which show that the 
moneyers, when the type was changed, purchased their new dies 
at London and then paid their fees— the king’s moneyers to the 
king, the bishop’s to the bishop. 

At Oxford, the moneyer Suetman has a free house (domua) 
rated at forty pence. Suetnmn has two mansiones muri and pays 
three shillings (I. 154). 

At Wallingford, a moneyer has a house (Jtaga) free® so long as 
he works at the mint (I. 56). 

At York, Nigellus de Monneville has one mansio of a moneyer 
(1-238)- 

1 Licbermann, Gesetze, p. 23C (IV. iCtbelxed, 9, 1). 

* 0j>. cit., p. SU (II. Cnut, 8, 2). 

* Op. cit., pp. 158, 234, 314 (II. Altlielstan, 14, 1; IV. Athelred, 5, 3 ; II. Cnut, 
8, 1). 

* Op. cit , p. 236 (IV. jEthelred, 9). 

* Not necessarily, as Boding translates it, ‘rent-free’; the word liber may 
carry further privileges or immunities (cf. Maitland, Domesday Boob and 
Beyond, p. 89, £c.) 
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At Hereford, in the lima of the Confessor, when the king came 
to the city, the moneyers made for him as many pennies as he 
required from the king's silver (i.e., presumably, as opposed to 
the bishop’s); the seven moneyers had sac and soc; if one of 
the king’s moneyers died, the king had twenty shillings in relief, 
autl, if he died intestate, his whole property, if the reeve went 
to Wales with an army, they (the moneyers) went with him under 
penalty of forty shillings (I* 179). 

Under the Confessor, Walter, Bishop of Hereford, had one 
moneyer in Hereford (1. 181 b). 

At Leicester, the moneyers paid twenty pounds (at the rate of 
twenty pennies to the ounce) yearly , of this, Hugh de Grantmesnil 
received the tertius denarius (I. 230). 

At Huntingdon there were, in the time of the Confessor, but not 
at the time of the Survey, three moneyers paying forty shillings 
between the king and the earl (I. 203). 

At Colchester, both in the time of the Confessor and at the time 
of the Survey, the moneyers paid four pounds (II. 107). 

At Norwich, the bishop, if he wished, had the privilege of one 
moneyer (II. 117 b). 

The following payments monetae, de moneta, &C., are noted: 
Pevensey, twenty shillings (L 20b) ; Malmesbury', 100 shillings 
(I. 64- b); Gloucester, twenty pounds (I. 162); Colchester and 
Maldon, twenty pounds, apparently reduced by William to ten 
pounds (II. 107 b) ; 1 Thetford, forty pounds (II. 110); Hunting- 
don — Bex W. geldum monete posuit in burgo— (I. 203) ; Lincoln 
— Geldum regis de monedagio 2 — (I. 336 b). 

In the reign of Henry I there is some legislation with regard to 
the coinage, and some reference to moneyers, forgera, &c. In his 
Coronation Charter (Aug. 5, 1100): 3 

Monetagium commune quod capiebatur per ciuitates efc comitatus, quod 
non fuit tempore regis Eadwa rdi, hoc ne amodo sit, omnino defendo (§ 5). 

1 The passage seems corrupt ; see translation by J. H- Round in Victoria 
Count;/ History of Essex. 

* See above, pp. Lix-lxx. a 


Liebennann, vol. i, p. 522. 
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Si quis captus fuerit, siue monetarins siue alius, cum falsa moneta, 
justicia recta inde fiat (§ 5, 1). 

The following charter de moneta falsa et cambiatoribue is 
attributed to the date 1100-1 or 1103 r 1 

Ilenricus rex Anglorom SamsODi episcopo ct Ursoni de Abctotet omnibus 
baronibus, Francis et Anglis, de Wirecestrescira salutem. 

Sciatis quod uoio et precipio, ut omnes burgenses et omnes illi qui in 
burgis morantnr,tam Franci quam Angli, iurent tenerc et seruarc monetam 
meam in Anglia, ut non consentiant falsitatem monete mee. 

Et si quis cum falso denario inuentus fuerit, si warant inde reuocauerit, 
ad eura ducatur; et si ilium inde conprobare poterit, fiat iusticia mca de 
ipso warant. Si ucro non poterit ilium probare, de ipso falsonario fiat 
iusticia mea, scilicet de dcxtro pugno et tcsticulis. Si autera nullum 
warant inde reuocauerit, portet inde iudicium, se nescire nominare uel 
cognoscere aliquem a quo acceperit. 

Praetcrea defendo, re aliquis monetarius denarios mutet nisi in comitatu 
suo, ct hoc coram duobus legittimis testibus de ipso comitatu. Et si In 
alio comitatu mutando denarios captus fuerit, captus sit ut falsonarius. 

Et nullus sit ausus cambire denarios nisi monetarius. 

Teste Witlclmo canccliario et Roberto comite de Afellent ct R[odbcrto] 
filio Hamonis et R[icardo] de Rctuers. Apud Westraonasterium in natalc 
Domini. 

In the Chronicle*? of Roger of Hoveden, Eadmcr, Florence of 
Worcester, and Symeon of Durham, the following is recorded under 
the year 1 103 : 2 * 

Monetam quoque corruptam ct falsam’ sub tanta animadrersione 
corrigi statuit, ut quicunque falsos denarios faccre deprehensus fuisset, 
oculos et inferiores corporis partes sine ulla redemptione amitteret; 4 ct 
qaoniam srepissime dum denarii cligebantur, flectcbantur, rumpebantur, 


1 Liebermann, p. 523. Cf. Xum. Chron n 1901, p- 475. 

* The test followed is that of Hoveden (Rolls Series, no. 51, vol. i, p. 1G5); 
variants of the other chroniclers are given in the notes. 

* llem moneta to rrvpta ft falsa mult is mod is multos ajftigtbat. Quam rrx , . . 
Eadmer. 

* Ut nullus qui posset depnhendifjlsos denarios faerie aliqua redemptione quin 
oailos tt inftriorts corporis partes penlerrt safari r altrrt. Eadmcr, Florence 
of Worcester, Symeon of Durham. 
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respuebantur, statuit, at nullas denarius Tel oljolus, quos et rotundos esse 
iussit, ant etiam qnadraos, 1 * * * * * [si] integer esset, respueretur.* Ex quo facto 
magnum bonnm* toti regnc. provisum* est, quia ipse rex 8 Iwsc in s«c«- 
laribus ad relevandas terra rerumnas* agebat. 

William o£ Malmesbury, in his brief epitome of the reign of 
Henry X, states after a mention of Henry’s return from Normandy 
(Spring 1107): 7 

Contra trapezetas, quos vulgo monetarios vacant, pracipuam sui dili- 
gentiam exblbuit; nullum falsarium, quin pugnum perderet, impune 
abire pernnttens, qui fuisset intellectus falsitatis sum commercio fatuos 
irrisisse. 

In the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle under the years 1124-5 occur the 
following passages • * 

1124. That (the high price of food, Ac.) was because there was little 
corn and the penny was so bad, that the man who had at a market a pound 
could by no means buy therewith twelve pennyworths. 

1125. In this year, before Christmas, King Henry sent from Normandy 
to England, and commanded that all the moneyers that were in England 
should he deprived of their members ; that was the light hand of each, and 
their testicles beneath. That was because the man that had a pound could 
not buy for a penny at a market [tic) And the Bishop Roger of Salisbury 
Sent over all England, and commanded them all that they should come to 
Winchester at Christinas When they came thither they were taken one by 
one, and each deprived of the right hand and the testicles beneath. All 
this was done within the twelve nights; and that was all with great 


1 quos . . . quadrats omitted by Eadmer. instituit for iussit Florence, 
Symeon. 

1 For [«J . . . respueretur Eadmer, Florence, and Symeon read integer esset, 
which is not intelligible. 

* Eadmer inserts ad teutpus. 

* creation Eadmer, Florence, Symeon 

8 gui'a ipse rex omitted by Eadnscr. 

* Eadmer inserts interim rex. 

1 W. Malm , G. E. v. 399 (Rolls Series, no. 90, vol. ii, p. 476). 

* The translation is that of Thorpe in the Rolls Series (no. 23). Rudiog says 
that the Anglo-Saxon Chionicle mentions the punishment of Bix forgers in 1124, 
but there is no reason to suppose that the six men there mentioned were 
forgers. 
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justice, because they had fordone all the land with their great quantity of 
false money which they all bought. 

The same event is related by most of the Chroniclers; 1 the 
Hargam Annals place it in the year 1124, and Symeon of Durham 
in 1126. 

In the Mnrgam Annals the number of moneyers is given as 
ninety-four ; according to the Winton Annals all the moneyers of 
England were mutilated except three of Winchester. The height 
of food prices in 1125 is attributed in the Jlargam Annals to rain- 
storms in the sommer, by Florence of Worcester to the reform of 
the coinage which followed this punishment of moneyers. Wykes 
adds to the penalty of mutilation that of banishment. 

* 

In the Pipe Koll of Henry I (1130) two men at London owe a fine 
for forfeitures for false coining: 

Algnrus et Sprachelingus debent x marcas argenti pro forhfactum 
falsorum tlenariorum. 

But there is no reason to suppose that these are moneyers; the 
name Algar occurs on coins of London of this period but not that 
of Spracheling, unless, ns Mr. Andrew suggests, the name Sperling 
on the coins is identical. Similarly, in the following entry, we 
have no reason to suppose the debtor to be a moneyer, 1 nor can 
we conjecture what the offence was : 

Godwinus Quacheband debet iiii marcas auri ut liabc ret paccm dc 
placito Monchc. 

Definite references to moneyers occur: 
under Hampshire (Hamtona): 

Saietus monetarius debet cclxxviii marcas argenti pro placito ii 
cuneorum. 


1 W. Malm., Roger of Hovcden, Margam Annals, II. riant., Warerley Ann , 
Winton Ann., Cont. Flor. Wore., Sym. Dar., Matt. Paris, Wykcs. 

* A coin of Henry I, type XV (T. Bliss collection) reads GOD3PINE 
o\r: on - - - The identification of this reading with Godwine 
Quachehand of the Pipe Roll (A’um. Chron. t 1901, p. 2S3) is possible, but 
doubtful. 

k 
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under Honor de Arundel : 

Brand Honetarras reddit compotum de xx libris ne esset disfactus cum 
aliis monetariis. 

Et idem Vicecomes reddit compotum de i marca argenti de bominibus 
monetarionim Cicestri®. 

under Norfolk: 

Eadstanus debet c solidos de pecunia Dlcbetelli monetarii. 
under Pembroke : 

GiYlopatric monctaTina reddit compotum de Uii libris pro forisfactutis 
•veteris Monet®. 1 

In his summary of the character of Henry I, William of 
Malmesbury (Bolls Series, no. 90, vol. ii, p. 487) says . 2 

Fures et falsarioa latentes maxima diligentia perscrutans, inventos 
puniens : parvarum quoque rerum non negligens. 

Cum nummos fractos, licet boni argenti, a venditoribus non recipi 
audisset, omnes vel frangi vel incidi pracepit. 

In the reign of Stephen we have no reference to the coinage and 
mint officials, except the brief allusions to baronial issues which 
have been quoted above (p. Ixxii). 

The information to he obtained with regard to the status of the 
moneyers is very scanty. At the time of the Domesday Survey, 
if we may argue from particular cases to the general (which is very 
doubtful), we find that they were free tenants of the king, having 
sake and soke, i.e. presumably the ' lower justice’ (Maitland, op. cU., 
p. 81), or limited jurisdiction ovci their own men and their 
property; they were subject (in Hereford at least) to military 
seivice; in some cases they held an official residence, mansio or 
haga, during their term of office, and the king did not have the 
conmetudo of the moneyers hug a at Wallingford, The property 
of moneyers (at Hereford) was not free from the king’s relief at 
their death, nor from reversion to the king in case of intestacy. 

The Pipe Roll of Henry I (Honor de Arundel) shows that the 
tnoncyera had workmen under them, and we have already seen 

1 See abo\e, p. xxxiii, note 4. 8 See below, pp. cxlviii f. 
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that in the reign of iEthelred II the inoneycrs were personally 
responsible for their workmen. 

They were, therefore, of burgess rank, and that they were men 
of some property may perhaps be concluded from tho amounts of 
payments made or owed by them in the Pipe Poll; Brand of 
Chichester, for instance, has the penalty of mutilation commuted 
to payment of twenty pounds (probably the fine is still owing 
from the Christmas of 1123, when so many moneyers suffered the 
penalty). Saiefc of Southampton owes the large sum of 278 marks 
of silver. It is true that these sums are owed and not paid, but 
it is unlikely that Brand could have had his sentence commuted 
to a fine unless he could give some security or at least show 
himself likely to clear the debt within a reasonable time; nor 
is it probable that Brand or Saict would be continued in their office 
of moncycr if they were unlikely ever to clear themselves of their 
fines. The sums they owe nro large; Saiet owes os much as 
£183 Cs. 8 ((., which at least gives an impression that moneyers 
were in Norman times men of no small means. We know that 
in tho time of Henry III moneyers were burgesses of good position 
who not infrequently held the offico of sheriff or reeve, 1 and that 
they were sometimes men of wealth. 2 So early as the reign of 
Stephen, if (as there Bcems little doubt) Thomas FitzUlf is 
correctly identified with the alderman of York mentioned in the 
Pipe Boll, 3 an nlderman is acting as moneycr ; that he is coining 
under a baron and not directly under the king is, for the present 
purpose, unimportant. There is certainly nothing in Domesday 
to prove that the moneyers of William I were men of equal status 
to their successors, but Domesday Book does tell us that they wero 
burgesses with certain privileges, and it hardlj* justifies us in 
assuming that their position underwent any material change daring 
the eleventh century. 

* Kurt. Chmi , 18S5, pp. 209 ff. 

s In 1242 Nicholas «le Sancto Albano farmed the mifitrun of London and 
Canterbury (Calendar of Clo'e Rolls). Thomas de IVeseham was the king's 
surgeon (RnV. .Yum. Jonnt., rol. ix, p. 159). 

* Sec ahore. p. cxiii. 
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below (p. cliv), follow the reform ; but it is quite possible that the 
practice continued for a time after 1125, and was later found 
unnecessary. 

Legislation against debasing the currency is severe and continually 
reiterated, and also against secret coining and all kinds of forgery. 
Yet at this period, as throughout the mediaeval English coinage, 
forgery and the fraudulence of moneyers were, or were reputed to 
be, the cause of much distress in the country. In 1108, and again 
in 1125, this feature is noted by the Chroniclers, and on the latter 
occasion it led to the mutilation, and, according to Wykes, the 
banishment, oE an enormous number of moneyeis. 

The coins give evidence ot coniinna\ debasemraA and Surgery uS 
this sort; not only aie there several coins evidently struck in the 
regular mints of light weight and base metal, but also some pieces 
which show attempts to evade the penalties by falsification of the 
reverse dies. 1 * 

A series of these coins seems to have been issued by the moneyer 
JSlfsi, or yEolfsi, of London, during the first three issues of the 
reign of William I. A coin of type I in Major Carlyon-Britton’s 
collection is struck from a reverse die on which the original 
inscription *ELFSlONUmi)E has been changed to 
•FEX-PPIONEttEESDE- The following drawing shows by 
shaded lines the alterations made in the original inscription : 

■fELFSIONEfEETDE 

the weight of this coin is 16-3 grains (PI. II. 6). 

Some coins of type II, which are not uncommon, bear an in- 
scription which has been changed, I think, from drlELFSON 
UINDENI 2 to 1PEFI0NE/\11EX« thus: 

•HECFSONnnHDHHI 

Three of these coins, weighing 18*1, 17, and 15-9 grains, are 

1 See Nam. On-on., 1911, pp. 285 ff. The blocks are reproduced by kind per- 
mission of the Council of the Royal Numismatic Society- 

* For this reading of the moneyer’s name cf. Carlyon-Britton sale, 1913, 
tot 645. 
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The passage quoted above (p. crivi) from William of Malmesburj 's 
character of HenryI(Roli, Series, no.D0,vol.ii,p.4S7-Cinn nttmnra 
frtuAos,lUel loni argcnti. a xadOonbu, non recipiaudmd.om nr. 
velfnmgii-dtncUliprxaplDmtf considerable interest, as Mr Andrew 
has shown in Hum. Cl, non., 1901, pp, 55, -192 ; • the manning of the 
pa^ge is undoubtedly that the king, finding that cracked coins, 
although of good silver, were not accepted by traders, ordered all 
coins to be cracked or incised ; that is to say, by ordering all coins 
to be. issued from the mint with a crack or incision in their ed-e 
the king compelled the acceptance of cracked coins 
Tins clearly refers, ns Mr. Andrew pointed out, to a sh„ip cut 
Which appears on coin, of this reign; the most clear instance is 

“t™. ' 4 ’ but l, *“ “i" ‘bo cut ha, penetrated much 

further into the com than usual : nos. 14 and 15 on the same plate, 
and ,, 9, 13 on PI. XL!!, are perhaps better example. 

Tins incision occurs on all the coin, that I have seen of type, 
XIV and XV »r re - aD<1 "' ,0 « * ”T few coins of types XIII. 

W iLt aft'T ’ ”, ™,t have 

we are given Z dl'f “1 tat ~ 

Mr. Andrew supposes that it w • ° dllct,on or withdrawal; 

c 13 r, S QC » type All is earlier than noe. j, 

— ‘ ,lan 1155 “id docs not, as I conclude 


' See aim Brit. S. m . J mn ,„ 


the passage with the issee of ent lei " : a 

’ l caanot be qnile certain of all the“”‘" - fart ‘“S 1 


where Mr. Andrew connects 


seen on the coin of Lincoln (no S’ 1 ) np 0 !, 0 * °‘‘ J P e XII; the incision cannot he 
1 The rein has cmeked toL* ft,* T* b "“ !e is clipped, 

the incision was made; the incision r^ I." th ' end °f the incision nfter 
cract by it, regnlar shape. ° d,!l »!mishcd from on accidental 

Mr. Andrew comments on this s.i r , 
ate not found on coin, of Irpe, Iv’v s t‘wr‘° lhat lhe incisions 

jpes fall between the type, which f ha'rc nnlb'ew a ’*£&•!! » f lh « 
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below (p. clxv), follow the reform; but it is quite possible that the 
practice continued for a time after 1125, and was later found 
unnecessary. 

Legislation against debasing the currency is severe and continually 
reiterated, and also against secret coining and all kinds of forgery. 
Tet at this period, as throughout the mediaeval English coinage, 
forgery and the fraudulence of moneyers were, or were reputed to 
be, the cause of much distress in the country. In 1108, and again 
in 1125, this feature is noted by the Chroniclers, and on the latter 
occasion it led to the mutilation, and, according to Wykes, the 
banishment, of an enormous number of moneyers. 

The coins give evidence of continual debasement and forgery of 
this sort ; not only are there several coins evidently struck in the 
regular mints of light weight and base metal, but also some pieces 
which show attempts to evade the penalties by falsification of the 
reverse dies. 1 * 

A series of these coins seems to have been issued by the moneyer 
JSlfsi, or JEolfsi, of London, during the first three issues of the 
reign of William L A coin of type I in Major Carlyon-Britton’s 
collection is struck from a reverse die on which the original 
inscription ■J'ELFSIOMLHI'IDE has been changed to 
*EU>PIONEttEESI)E. The following drawing shows by 
shaded lines the alterations made in the original inscription : 

•fELFSIONH-EETDE 

the weight of this coin is 16-3 grains (PI. H. 0). 

Some coins of type II, which are not uncommon, bear an in- 
scription which has been changed, I think, from ^IELFSOW 

UlNDEHl* to IDEFIONr-TVllENI thus: 
■HBEFEONCriHDEHI 

Three of these coins, weighing 18*1, 17, and 15-9 grains, are 

1 See Xum. Chron., 1911, pp. 283 ff. The blocks are reproduced by kind per- 
mission of the Council of the Royal Numismatic Society. 

* For this reading of the moneyer’s name cf. Carlyon-Britton sale, 1913, 
lot 645. 
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described in this Catalogue, nos. 10D-11 (FI. V. 2), two ot which 
are struck, from the same obverso die ns a coin rending -1'IEOI.F 
SIOMUIHDEH 

A coin of type III in Major Cnrlyon-Britton’s collection has the 
reverse inscription, ■FIEI.FSIOMl.iniDEHEH, partiy 
defaced by cals: 

■frEBRlHONHTNtfEIlEH 

the coin weighs 17'5 grains. 

These coins are evidently forgeries of the same moncycr, ^Elfsi 
or ^Eolfsi, of whom wo know at present no coins later than the 
third type of William L The coins are all of appreciably low 
weight, and the most noteworthy feature is that in each case the 
alteration on the die is evidently done with the object of obscuring 
the moneyer’s name and that of liis mint, the unimportant parts of 
the inscription— the word ON and the last letters of tho mint- 
being untouched. 

Similarly, a coin of William I, typo II, in the York Museum, 
is struck from a reverse die which was altered from *IEU>I 

NEOHLJIHnNE to .J-IDLPIMEOMUMEOWE (H. 

IV. 16). 

A coin of God wine of London, also of the second type of 
William I (Catalogue, p. 24, no. 128), is similarly altered : 

•i-sromu n bom nr/m 

it weighs 16'4 grains. The reverse inscription is more clearly seen 
on a duplicate coin in Mr. L. E. Bruun’s collection (PI. V. 6). 
The obverse die was (previously, I think) used at Thetford by the 
moneyer Cinric. 

Another die of this same moneyer and of the same type was used to 
strike a coin in the York Mnseum with the inscription changed from 
*COPm*EONLVI>1 to *IE1,FPINE ONEVF1 
The coin of type YU of this reign described in. this Catalogue, 
p. 86, no. 462, is another instance of this, but the original in- 
scription of the reverse die cannot be deciphered with certainty , 
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perhaps it was ■J-IELFPINEONLII , the altered inscription 
beginning half-way through the moneyer’s name of the original. 
Another attempt to obscure the reverse inscription may be found on 
p. 38, no. 199. 1 That these coins are all of the London mint and 
of the reign of William I is perhaps a coincidence ; I have seen 
similar coins of Anglo-Saxon and ‘Short-cross’ (Henry II — 
Henry III) times. 

Perhaps the same Godwine of London, who struck the coins 
mentioned above with altered reverse dies, forged the reverse die 
reading ’S’lIUFinEOIICPI (VII (see Catalogue, p. 136, 
no. 722), as the coin struck from this forged die is struck from 
an obverse die which is used with a genuine reverse, reading 

•*coDrmEowumn (p. m, no. sn). 

With regard to coins that are struck of low weight or base metal 
from good dies, it is of course not possible to draw any fixed line, 
and say that coins below a certain weight were necessarily struck 
light; the decision must depend on the allowance made for loss 
of weight, and this is again dependent on the length of time for 
which a coin was in currency, the extent of corrosion which it has 
suffered, the amount of cleaning which it has undergone, and other 
unascertainable data. Further, though we assume the standard 
weight of the penny during this period to have been 224 grains, 
this is not a matter of certain knowledge, nor even that the 
standard Temamed the same throughout the period with which we 
are dealing. In his account of the Beaworth find, Mr. Hawkins gave 
the average weight of coins of the various types, both of coins in the 
find and of coins in the British Museum before the discovery; the 
contrast of these figures is sufficient to condemn any attempt to 
discover a standard weight by an average of existing coins ; nor is 
the average weight of coins in a find of any practical value, for it 
will obviously include coins that were fraudulently struck light, and 
coins that have suffered severely from clipping or wear ; and even 

1 It need hardly be said that the alteration of a die need not always hare 
been the work of a forger (cf. pp. 193-4, nos. 1043-5, which are quite good 
coins and of good weight). 
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in the Beaworth find, which was remarkable for the fine condition 
of the coins, there were some forgeries {e.g. p. 136, no. 722), and 
some coins in worn condition (some of the Lewes coins of type VIII 
are instances). The standard weight must be left to conjecture, 
which may perhaps hest he hased upon a table showing the number 
of coins of diffei ent weights of each type. In the following table the 
highest number of coins of each type is printed in heavy f ou nt, in order 
to emphasize the extent of variation of weight of the most numerous 
set of coins of each type. Types represented by less than twenty 
coins in all should be disregarded: they are only inserted here 
for the sake of completeness. These numbers omit pierced and 
clipped coins, and coins which for any definite reason can be 
declared false, such, for example, as the forgeries mentioned above. 

The figures in this table are not incompatible with the standard 
weight of common tradition, viz. 22*5 grains, if we except the 
first five types of William I (those types where no figure is shown 
in italics are of course also excepted, because through their scarcity 
their evidence is valueless); on the other hand, these first five 
types, or at least the first three, render figures which certainly 
give an impression that the coins were in the early part of the 
reign struck on a lower standard. But the figures of type II are 
instructive ; it is obvious that, however low the standard weight 
is conjectured to be at this period, there must be a long tail of 
coins struck very considerably below it. Place the standard as 
low as 20 grains, then at least the twenty -three coins which weigh 
less than 17 grains mast be considered as having been struck light. 
The significance of these figures is, I think, that the lower weight 
of tt® eatly types of William I denotes not a lower standard of 
the coinage, but a laxity in the control of the moneyers ; perhaps 
a slight drop or slight rise in the general weight of coins may, 
as a rule, he taken to signify a relaxing or tightening of the 
king’s authority. 

Throughout the whole Norman period there are evidently many 
coins which were struck below the standard weight, and this is 
most prominent in the second type of William I, and the fourteenth 
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of Henry I. This latter ease is noteworthy; on the assumption 
that the types were regularly changed at intervals of two or three 
years, this type would come into issue after 1130— about 1130- 
some seven years after the great punishment of moneyer, at 
Christmas, 112o ; in any case, weeanhardly suppose tl.at it was in 
ssue at that time, as we should then leave one type only for the 

— * .T T” ° f th ° reign ' ThEro to other inditu- 
. a ‘ the l,ien cumnt . “OJ presumably then put out 
°i' ' ™ tte ' d °ubIe-inscription ' type, the eleventh of the 

2 ^ f re “ son:lbl }- ™PP™ that a punishment of the 

oueyem on so large a scale was followed by what is commonly 

L sZr ; r ° f U,e « •» say, not a change 

n standard hut a general inquiry and reorganisation similar to 

it to be ; r f V 180, 12 ° 5 ' “* 1=4r - ~ expect 

I t ibk 1 « f “ ge ” eral to workmanship. 

L Henrv 7* “ l"** *«*— *> -H* of the coin, 
in the eLenth”' “"'““'“g to and culminating 

: nd this “ ~ 

cross-and-annulets ’ t\m e which h ° ’ ° F Smaller P rofile and 

compact stvle with ” 1 H 8Ws a m “ ch “ater and more 

theretp^CioZ- '7* Thus 

type at Christmas, 1125 > That l"" 1 ^ ° f tte eIeTenlh 

six or seven years after the inquiry of USsZZ f 7 ° f S ° me 

many, to iudo-e bv th D - ^ Were struck light— and 

— m ° n d ° ri "g »«Norn.au period when we 

preforms’ of the effect of the.e 

io tle BH,m 

?,7' b “ l 1 “mot a-re, that S'ooh.TalS !“v, il “• ‘■•Wh of 
(see Amuaum , 1901, pp . 78-9). See also ah know * are of base metal 
of coins of type XII. ‘ *** aIao abo ^> p. criviii, on the incision 
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liave definite evidence of any inquiry into the coinage which 
would be likely to produce a 1 reform ’ of this sort is that of 1108, 
which has been quoted above. Applying the above principle of 
degradation to this occasion, the obvious conclusion is that the 
fourth type was then in issue and at this period superseded by 
the fifth; this conclusion allows a period of seventeen years for 
seven types, nos. V to XI, which is consistent with the average 
duration of two and a half years for each type (see above, p. Ixix). 
It allows eight years for the first four types, which is also con- 
sistent with that figure if we suppose that type IV had not 
completed its natural period when the inquiry was held. 

Similarly, by this reckoning, the last four types of the reign 
would cover a period of almost exactly ten years, assuming that 
Stephen’s name was placed on the coins immediately after his 
accession. This assumption is most probable, as Stephen’s claim was 
doubtful, and all possible means of publishing his accession were 
desirable, whereas Henry H, who seems to have allowed Stephen’s 
last issue to continue till 1156 or 1158, was without any rival 
claimant to the throne. 

The names of the moneyers of this period occur in the English 
form 1 until the Latin termination is occasionally adopted in the 
reigns of Henry I and Stephen ; this appears first in the sixth type 
of Henry I, and is afterwards occasional in use, being more frequent 
than previously in the last two types of his reign and in the first 
of Stephen. 

In the Table of Hints, Moneyers, and Types the forms are mostly 
retained which occur on the coins, varieties being inserted so 
far as space will allow ; an attempt to restore the true form 
of the names would in many cases be arbitrary, and is best left 
to specialists. The names which appear on the coins are frequently 
varied in many ways, partly owing to late forms being used after 
the Conquest (iEgel- for iEthel-, -wi for -wig, See.), partly owing 
to the clipping of terminations and omission oE letters in order 


1 A foreign termination sometimes appears, snch as Bundi, SendL 
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to abbreviate the inscriptions (Wixie for Wihtsige, Qoldhfc for 
Goldhafnc), and partly owing to carelessness of engravino (le s i, 
for Lcsrg or Behring, Gowi for Godrvi, Brwode for Bribtword ! see 
p.!®, no. 518; Wregelrvine for d-gelwine 1) ; sometimes the identity 
" 0f the lettera P W, and the similarity of A and Y 

S and G, cause difficulty. The original name is consequently difficult 

rjtbTV “mr f ° r “f represent ^Ifmsr or djgel- 

. 1 , he ‘rrnunation -wi appears to represent not only 

G J’. ” “ m 8 ° me CaSC3 at London ' for «™pfe, 

VII of war T ° ? ‘ n ; G ° d ' ri °“ nrs 011 *yp es III. v, and 

*.“ d “ to be the same mon yer. 

AtHamtnn.Sauv.ne occurs on types U-V and Y11I of William I, 

t™IVof wL t' 7 ^ and tJTe 11 ° f Henr y T ' ^ ™ 

TZTuXtnVn 7 ‘^ W r mIL 

X ix :: it tzl :i r i Wffliam n - At 

and type, DC and Yr JJ l ' type 11 of William “■ 
fifth of William I to the°thWo7wili?m n ‘* P “ fr ° m ‘ b ° 

W, Brihtwi on II and IV Brib - S “ Ve ' ^ MaW 

Oxford, sEoelwi on f m . Bnhtwine V, °f William I ; at 
III of William n I 1 * U- u WUIiam j ‘ and on U and 

may represent 7nne 7 “ “>’• tha ‘^nation -wi 

sols 10 r y -. but tHs 

Hamtnn and Wilton Son, and Si, -wi at both 

Inhnhe (p. 157) Ani or Ay •/ n * mes are ( l mte obscure, such as 

In «.e folWing P C t t'ih h 7) ' ^ ^ 23S> 

*0 u. existence, ££ ll^ZToX^ ** »* 
of nioneyers of William I are roughly clalsffirf Dame ' 


Asqlo- 8 axox. 

-noth, -rod , ric ’ .,7^.,-™' ^ lf '- -geard, -hcah, 

-or,! : ^ lan ., AllBi 

lorkPotwIl/i' . _ 


, vT; AJhsige (Alcsi) 

» »-■ & r., 
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Blacsun ; Briht-, -ma;r, -noth, -red, -ric, -wi, -wine, -wold, 
-word ; Brun-, -gar, 1 -inc, -man, -stan, 1 -wine ; Ceorl ; Cilcl ? ; 
Cen-, ric, -stan; Cnihtwine; Cuthbert; Deorman: Duninc; Ead-, 
-red, -ric, -ward, -wi, -wine, -wold ; Eald-, -gar, -red, -nlf ; Eamwi ? , 
Folcheard ; Fomal ; God-, -a, -esbrand ?, -inc, -leof, -noth, -red, -ric, 
-wi, -wine ; Gold-, -man, -stan, -wine ; Heatbewi; Heregod; Howord 
(Howorth)?; Hwateman; Leisinc? ; Leof-, -inc, -red, -ric, -stan, 
-sun, -wi, -wine, -wold, -word ; Slann-, -a, -inc, -wine ; Ord-, -ric, 
-wi; Os-, -ma?r, -wold; Rmfwine?; Sre-, -fara?, -grim, 1 -mrer, -ric, 
-wi, -wine; Si-, -bode, -brand, -ferth, -lac, -ra»r, -ward, -wulf; 
Side-, -loc, -man ; SunulE; Swct-, -inc, -man ; Theodred; Wideraan; 
Wig-, -inc, -raund; Wiht-, -red, -ric, -sige (Wixsi, Ac.) ; Wine;* 
Wulf-, -bold, -grot, -mier, -noth, -red, -ric, -si, -stan, -wi, -wine, 
-word; Wyn- (Win-), -dajg, -red. 

Scandinavian. 

Aleif; Arncetcl; Arthulf; AtscrorAcer; Autholf; Beom; Brand; 
Col-, -bein, -blac, -grim, -inc, 3 -man, 3 -swein; Guthred; Horn? 4 ; 
Osbcra or Esbcm; Osmund; Oter; Otb-, -bern, -grim, -ulf ; 
Roscetel; Swein; Sprnceling; Swart-, -brand, -col, -line 3 ; Thor, 
Thor-, -bern, -cetel, -stan ; Ulf; Ulfcetel ; Uspac or Ospac (Unspnc). 

Other Foreign Names. 

Agemund, Anderbode, Baldric, Garvin, Gifel ?, Owi[ne] ? 
Uncertain. 

Inbuhe, Turn, UnnulC (possibly Scandinaviau, or variant of 
Sunulf, see p. 113). 

bat ^tbelstan, iEstan, and East an, which all occnr on Winchester coins of the 
Confessor, are probably the same name ; similarly in Domesday (1. 185) .Ethel- 
stan. Bishop of Hereford, is called Xstan. 

1 Scandinavian? 

* IF Silac-wine at Gloucester is to be treated as two names. 

* Aaglo-Sason? 

* Lifmnc Horn at Rochester. 
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The reign of William II adds— 

ANGLO-SAXON. 

JEgehvord, ^Elfgar, jElfstan, Algod, Barcwit, ?, Ealdwine, Gold, 
Goldhafuc, Goldinc, Herman (=Hereman)?, Leofnoth, Leoisi, 
Ordgar, Sewold, Siwatc, Smewinc, Sperhafuc, Sprot?, Theodric, 
Wibern (= Wigbeom), Wulfgar. 

SCANDINAVIAN. 

Ascetel (Ascii), Colbem, Hal[f]dene. 

Other Foreign Names. 

Baldwine, Bat ?, Bundil, Coc ?,Hatbebran<l, Sindi (Sendi) ?, Walcin. 

The reign of Henry I adds — 

Anglo-Saxon. 

Ail-, -noth, -wald ; Blacman, Derlinc, Ealla, Edmund, Essnwi 
(= iEscwig ?), Estmund, Folcred, Godhese?, Herdig?, Leftein 
(= LeoCthegenl), Osulf, Saiet (= SsegfeU), Sawulf, Sigar, Sper- 
ling 1, Suneman, Wibert. 

Scandinavian. 

Chitel, Odde, Oslac or Aslac, Othen (Owthin), Ravenswart, 
Sihtric, Stanchil, Thored, Toe?, Winterlede. 

Otiier Foreign Names. 

Acel, Adalbot, Andreu, Api or Awi?, Boniface, Burchart, Chippig 
(— Hilping 1), Cristrctl, Dort 1, Durant, Engelram, Erembald, 
Everard, Gahan, Geffrei, Gosfrei, Germane, GiUebert?, Gillemor, 
Gilpatric, Gregori, Hind, Mor?, Norman, Paien, Hanlf, Ricard, 
Rodbert, Roger, Rolland, Stefne, Stigant, Sultan, Tovi 1 ?, Walter, 
Warmund, Willem. 

The reign of Stephen adds — 

Anglo-Saxon. 

Edgar, Glad wine, Godmer, Hermer (=Heremfer?), Siber (= Sig- 
beoro?), Wynstnn. 


1 Scandinavian (=Tofa) ? 
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Foreign Navies. 

Adam, Adelard, Alisander, Etrei?, Falche, Farman, Fobund, 
Godard, Gurdan, Hamund, Henri, Hue, Hunfrei, Iun, Martin, 
Tierri, Tomas. 

The English and Scandinavian names of this period are nearly all 
found on Anglo-Saxon coins; of the foreign names the doubtful 
Owi is the only one of the reign of William I which has not already 
appeared in Anglo-Saxon times ; to this are added in the reign of 
William II, Hathebrand, Sindi, Walcin, and the doubtful Bat and 
Coc. It is in the reign of Hemy I, and chietty toward the end 
of the reign, that new foreign names appear in any number, 
these are mostly Frankish, a few Romance and Biblical ; more are 
added in the reign of Stephen, and these again are mostly Frankish 
in origin. 

Moneys of Account. 

The Moneys of Account of Domesday Book, and of the Laws, are 
thus related to each other and to the penny : 

2 Ferdingi, Quadmnfes, &c. = 1 Obolue, Maille, &c. 

2 Ololi, &c. • = 1 Denarius. 

12 Denarii ~ 1 Solidus. 

20 Solidi — 12 Orae or Unnae Atiri—1 Libra. 

G Librae — 9 Marcae Argent i 

— 1 Marca Aim. 

Minula also occurs once in Domesday, and was supposed by 
Sir Henry Ellis to represent the Northumbrian St yea. Perhaps 
farthing is a more likely interpretation. 

In the Laws, the Mercian and West-Saxon shillings of 5 and 
4 pence respectively are still found. The Thrymsa (— £ Ora ?) 
also occurs. 

The Domesday methods of payment 1 are by tale, by tale of 
pennies of st uidard weight {20 to the ounce), by weight, by weight 


’ Hughes, Crump ami Johnson, Dialojus dt Scattvrio, pp. SIC. 
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o£ silver of approved fineness or (occasionally) blanched, by tale 
of pennies of standard weight and fineness. In the first Pipe Poll 
(1130), in addition to payments by tale and by weight, Uanch 
payments are in regular use. A method of payment, ad scalam, 
which seems to occur in the reign of Henry I, but to have fallen 
mto disuse before 1130, is the addition of 5 per cent, in lieu of 
assav. 1 


(See Table of Mints, Moneyers, and Types.) 

If we assume as correct our attribution of the coins, we know of 
sixty-seven mints in operation in the reign of William I, as anainst 
seventy-three in the reign of the Confessor. The mints of the 
Confessor or Harold II, of which no coins of the Conquerors reign 
are now known, are Axbridge," Aylesbury, Berkeley, Bridgnorth, 
Buckingham, Bury St . Edmunds," Homdon, Inlip. Langport Lyd- 

nte T T H : Pethert “. fading, ftichborough; 
or I’"' 1 ™ 8 " “ added Cardiff Christchurch 

P venrr,r ha "-^~- “«»■«*. Northampton, 

fifty ”Z; n! ' ; f <l3 - The n,bts ot wiuia “ n 

nitj-seven no coins of thic- ■ ■ , 

Bath* Bedwin, Bridport CanLff Chri'Z HZ BarnSlaI>,,, ‘ 
ampton* Ehuddlan, St. Da« n eh “ ’ ^ 

mbit, Totnes, being added. Iu the ° mba ’ aDd onl y ° ne new 
of Carlisle and Pembroke first ^ ° f Hemy 1 the “ in,s 

the first coins since the rei> ^ St 

known of Cambridge, Cricklade Gu^Hf , w ”° ^ are 
Launceston," Maldon, Malmesbury M "Z H " tf0rd ' Hytte ' 

Stafford," Steyning, Watchet" stZ, “ rlboro “B h ' PeT “ se y. S 
h et- St ephens mints number fifty or 

R. L. Poole, The Exchequer in the Ttcelfth. n 

For many 0 f thcse at J butionj 7’ P ‘ ^ 

But see below, p. driv for coins J ° vnt ’ voK T ‘> PP- 13 ff. 

lion of the grant ofamon’ejer by Willira*? 6 * ^ th “ and for confirma - 

* Coins of ^*7 1 *” kn0Wn 0f these mints, 
ton is doubtful ^ ate kD0Wn of these min,s . bat the attribution toLannces- 
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fifty-one , 1 two, or perhaps three, new mints appearing, namely 
Castle Rising, the uncertain Bran . . and perhaps Rye, and no 
coins being known of Christchurch, Dorchester, Rchester, Rochester, 
Romney, Southampton, Totnes, Wallingford, Ware ham . 

To determine the number of moneyers employed in each mint 
at this period is impossible. The largest number of names occurring 
in any one type will frequently be too high, as the moneyers may 
not all have been working contemporaneously, some having taken 
over the dies of others daring the issue of that particular type. An 
estimate of the number of names which overlap in more than one 
type will probably in most cases be too low, owing to the com- 
parative rarity of the coins at the present day, and the consequent 
omission of names in types where they ought to appear. But 
& comparison of the two estimates will provide a standpoint from 
which the mints may be viewed in relation to each other, and 
in relation to their own position in the reign of the Confessor. 
In the reigns of Henry I and Stephen, the great rarity of most 
of the types prevents any estimate being made of the lowest 
possible number of moneyers. 

In the following notes on the mints, these conjectural estimates 
of the numbers of moneyers working immediately before and after 
the Conquest are considered. The estimate of the Confessor’s reign 
is based mainly upon the British Museum collection and the 
principal public and private cabinets- References to numbers of 
moneyers in Domesday Book are noted, and also those in the 
• Greatley and subsequent laws ; but it must not be concluded that 
from the time of the Greatley Edict of jEthelstan there was 
.a steady increase of moneyers until the reign of the Confessor, for 
the enonnons output of the reign of iEthelred seems to have 
necessitated at all the mints a great increase in their number, 
which is reduced again by the time of the Confessor. 

Barnstaple (Domesday: Barneslaple). The attribution to this 
mint of coins previously attributed to Banlncy is satisfactorily 


* This does not include coins of * irregular issues ’. 


1 
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established. 1 The coins of Leofwine (William I, type II) read 
apparently Bur (p. !5, no. 71). Buri (W. C. Wells) ; Major Carlyon- 
Britton (Brit. JVnm. Jo urn, vol ix, p. 143) assigns them to 
ury St. Edmunds. The Godesbrand coins (William I, type VIII), 
here attributed to Bath, are by Major Cnrlyon-Britton described 
under Barnstaple. 

Of the Confessor’s reign, only one moneyer, iHfric, is at present 
known; the post-Conquest coins also justify an assumption that 
®?™ taple . Was ° ne of the ^ughs which had one moneyer only. 
At this mint the increase of moneyem in the reign of djthelred II 
is noteworthy j no fewer than three (rBIfsige, Birlisige and Huniga) 

seem to have been at work at the same time. 

th e £ e.t (D °,T <iay: lD ‘ he V William Rnfns of 

pe iot 1089 T C “ St ° mS ^ ^ " hich is *» 

Z in h f“ nU 7 **“ iS --‘toned, and 

t m ° f "* Charfcr I i s th properties 

tre ouZ 1 ! ? pre3 ““% escaped the fire of loss, or 

of William irZ^n' tt ° Bgh ° t PrCSent We kDOW Bath coins 
The ^ D “ mCSd0y * 87 > P’We 100 shillings. 

Tnl“ n ° f ° E Barnstaple or Bath is 

typ A es tVZv^T, °"” ra 0n COtas of “* Co-fessor and of 

ofZ Coiour 6 & ” qU ™ r ’ ■» tjT e HI 

andJater Godric (Mowed £ 

■Bedford (Domesday : Bedefonft 7 „ 

William II two „ ^ ^, )’ In the retgns of William I and 

In the early part t tl,e same t!mc ' 

been at least j , 6 ^° Q tessor there seem to have 

W; * lh “ ^ of his reign 


, *“”!• ™ n "- 1897, pp. S02 logs 
, toI. i, no. 326. 

Eugdale, Monastieon, vol. ii, p . 268. 


PP- 274 ff. ; 1911, p. 274. 



5IISI3 


ckdii 


Bedwin or Great Bedwin (Domesday : Bedvinde). For an 
account of tliis mint see Num. Chron., 1902, pp. 20-5. Coins arc 
preserved only of the reign of the Confessor and of the first type 
of the Conqueror. Only one moneyer, Cild, is known. 

Bmn . . . occurs on coins of the last type of Stephen’s reign. 
Their attribution is quite uncertain. Mr. Andrew (JVtm. Circ., 
1914, p. 632) suggests Braines, now Bradninch, in Devonshire, citing 
a specimen in the Carlyon-Britton collection as ORGAR ON 
BRAES ; but the last two letters of this inscription are uncertain, 
and seem to me to be better interpreted as ME or NE ; another 
specimen from the same dies, in Copenhagen Museum, misses the 
same two letters. 

Bridport (Domesday: Brideport). Domesday (I. 75) says that 
in the time of the Confessor there was one moneyer here. 

Of the last type of William I we have coins of two moneyers, 
who were presumably not working at the same time; no other 
coins of his or any other reign are yet known of this mint. 

Bristol (Domesday : Bristol'). In the reigns of the two Williams 
two is the lowest possible number of moneyers working together, 
but so few as two are unlikely, and would necessitate a succession 
of Ceorl — Hwateman — Brihtword — Barcwifc, and of Leofwine — 
Swein 1 — Brunston 1 — Colblac — Sendi. 2 A larger number is pro- 
bable. In the ‘Pass’ type, five names appear. 

In the early part of the Confessor’s reign three is the lowest 
possible number, and five names occur in type (Hildebrand) D ; in 
the latter part of the reign two is possible, and three names occur 
in type G. Either a reduction of moneyers took place at this 
mint during the Confessor’s reign, or, as seems more probable, the 

* A common obverse die of these two moneyers is more rusted when used 
by Bruustan, and therefore shows that, unless they were contemporaneous, 
Brunstan was later than Swein. 

* The name of this moneyer has been variously read as Sinot, Senwi, &c. 
A comparison of the coins shows that they are all of the same moneyer and his 
name seems to be Send! or Sindi (see Table). 

1 2 



p. css). Caine is situated west of ilarlbo rough and midway 
lietween Malmesbury in the north and Devizes in the south; it 
therefore lay in a district essentially Angevin, and was presumably 
in Angevin possession throughout the Civil War. On her vc&y to 
Bristol in 1139, the Empress travelled by way of Caine, and at this 
point Waleran of Ueulan left -her in charge of the Legate. 1 

Cambridge (Domesday: Grantebrige). The employment of 
only one nioneyer after the Conquest is just possible on the 
evidence of the coins at present known, but it seems unlikely. 
As many as three, or even four, moneyers seem to have been 
employed in the reign of the Confessor. No coins are yet known 
later than the reign of William II. 

Canterbury (Domesday: Caniuaria). In the Greatley laws 
seven moneyers of Canterbury are mentioned, four of the King, 
two of the Archbishop, and one of the Abbot. In the reign of 
the Confessor seven moneyers must have been working together, 
and after the Conquest sis or seven overlap from the end of the 
Conqueror's into JtUfus’s reign, though from the coins at present 
known as few as three moneyers may have been employed at the 
beginning of the reign of William L Eight names occur in the 
‘Pass’ type. The low number of moneyers immediately after 
the Conquest is probably due to the cliancc circumstance of rarity 
of the coins at the present day; and there appears to he an 
' establishment of seven moneyers, as in the reign of zEthelstan, both 
in the reign of the Confessor and after the Conquest. 

Irregular coinages in the reign of Stephen, bearing the mint- 
name of Canterbury, are of varieties I (‘ Erased Obverse ’) 1 and II 
(‘ Pereric ’). Coins of the Empress have been attributed to this 
mint. See above, pp. lssviii, tssxii, css. 

Cardiff The attribution to Cardiff of a few coins of the last 
type of William I is based on their resemblance in style and fabric 
to the coins of St. Davids, and on the forms Cairdi , Gariti, by 

* ECssler, Jlathilde, p. 250 ; William of Malmesbury (Rolls Series, no. 90), 
\ol. ii, p. 556. 
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Bristol coinage of the Inst few years before, and of the period 
after, the Conquest is poorly represented at the present day. 

Coins of ' Irregular Issues • of the reign of Stephen S truck at this 
mint are described above ; they are of variety I • Erased Obverse ' 
(p. ton), variety n, ' Percrie ' (p. tosii), Empress Matilda 
(p. cxviii), Henry of Anjou (pp. cvxii f.). 


Bury St. Edmunds (Domesday: Tala vH quiacit hnmatm 
Sanctus Eadmundm). The grant of one moneyer to the Abbot 
by the Confessor (Brit. Mas., SIS. Addit. 14647, fol 31) was 
confirmed by William I and William II (Md., fob 30 b and 36) 
“1*7 1 M l»- One die only was allowed to the 

Abbot for Stephen’s confirmation charter (ibid, tol. 30) adds a 
second die, and is followed by another charter granting a third die, 
■rnplymg possibly the addition of a second and a third moneyer. 

part from Major Carlyon-Britton's attribution of the coins of the 
Conquerors second type which read LEOFPIXE OX BVRI ks 
no corns of either of the two Williams are assigned to this monastic 

mm . I„ (be Klgns o£ Honiy j nna lh# ^ of fte 

abbrevk " !d f °™ of Saudi Edmund!, 
we kn ' 0 °t ^ ° ! Eimmuh < S “" di Wng omitted), and ns far as 
on c^: ‘ he ' arfet iDS ' anCB 01 tbe form Bury (Seri) 

charters of tin X ’’7 ‘ h ° rei 8 n of He “bl’ HI.' In 

Edmundi 6 ♦ °T an Penod ' M in Dom »*V, Villa Sancti 
tte W slT™ lh ° USh m «“ Confessor’s charter 

If SanTwS is aSad ’ Confusion with the mint, 

tL Cat! H -«• -ins rending SA, SAX, to. 

Bmy^nsTfm { lU «^g to 

St” 7 ™7 era , 7 Can 16 ah »™ b 7 other coins to have 

tionsarenothMyrbel^“^" t ° c ^ ,,<1 ’ ri ' ch: tbea “ rib ”- \ 

HmZ “J' ^ S °™ «*■ of ‘he Empress 

T^TT^ttritaWto this borough (see aLe, 


the moneyerg name Isllt^bleTnd^n! “ ? r ’ B ' RotV# collection, on which 

B VR, should be assigned to Baiy. ^ is "Pleated by the letters 
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which the mint is rendered on them. It is supposed that 
William I established the castle at Cardiff in 1080 on his return 
from the expedition to St. Davids. 1 If correctly attributed, the 
coins must have been struck a few years after the building of 
the castle. 

Carlisle. In 1092 the city was refounded under English 
sovereignty and the castle built ; but no coins are known of the 
mint of Carlisle earlier than the fourteenth type of Henry I, that 
is to say, about the time of, or shortly before, the establishment 
of the bishopric under the metropolitan of York in 1132. At the 
beginning of 1136 Carlisle was seized by David, and in the terms 
of the peace it was granted to his son Henry, with the earldom of 
Huntingdon. One of the coins described below, p. 337, no. 17, 
bears strong resemblance in style to the Scottish coinage of David, 
and was peiliaps struck after Scottish occupation. Coins seem to 
have been struck here by Earl Henry (Bums, Coinage of Scotland, 
PI. III. 24 a) and by King David (Bums, op. cit., pp. 27 ff.) ; thoso 
which copy the first type of Stephen being presumably the earliest, 
and struck in, or shortly after, 1136. A coin of David which 
bears the type of the last issue of Henry I (L. A. Lawrence 
collection) was struck by a moneyer Erebald ; if the mint, which is 
not clearly legible, is to be read ns Carlisle (the name Erembald 
occurs also on Edinburgh coins of David I, cf. llashleigh sale, 
lot 1090), the coin was presumably struck rather later than the 
issue of Henry I from which it was copied ; for the Scottish king 
was not, as far as we know, in possession of Carlisle before he 
seized it in the year 1136. (See H. W. C. Davis, England under 
the Normans and Avgevins, p. 529.) 

Castle Rising 3 (Domesday: Risinga). This seems to be the 
only possible attribution for coins of the last issue of Stephen, on 
which the mint-name appears as Risings (p. 370, no. 189) and 
Risinges ; the moneyer s name is lun or Hiun. 


1 See Ramsay, Foundations, voL ii, p. 122. 
1 Spe Xum. Chroii., 18S9, pp. 835 ff. 



MISTS 


clxvii 


Coins of types II and VI of the same reign struck by Robert 
On Bis may also with probability be attributed to Castle Rising. 
Those of Rawulf On Bie of Stephen's second type are here also 
given to this mint, but may perhaps be assigned to Rye, 1 which is 
sometimes identified with the New Borough of Domesday (I. 17). 
The coin of Stephen’s first type of uncertain moneyer on Bi 
(p. 337, no. 20) is also of doubtful attribution. 

Chester (Domesday: Ceslre). The first appearance of the form 
Centre on coins is an isolated instance in the last issue of William I 
(see below, p. 113, no. 598) ; other coins of the same type, and from 
the same obverse die (p. 112, nos. 594, 595), retain still the old 
name Legeceetre or Lehecestre. The difficulty of distinguishing the 
Chester and Leicester coins, therefore, continues in this period, and, 
though the main principle of distinction is now clearly explained,* 
the abbreviated readings on the coins are frequently ambiguous, 
and must be considered in connexion with the moneyers' names; 
for example, the readings Leyr, Leyri, Leliri on coins of /Egelwine 
necessitate the attribution to Leicester of the remaining coins of 
this moneyer, which read Ley, Legi, Leh, and might otherwise 
be equally well assigned to either Leye-(Lehe-)cestre or Leyra- 
(Lehra-)cestre. The old form continues in the reign of William II 
( Leiec , Lecetr), and even as late as the third type of Henry I, if the 
Cnrlyon-Britton coin is correctly read (Lege). Later in Henry’s 
reign there arc some coins with ambiguous readings, and these are 
here attributed to Leicester in order to avoid, where possible, the 
attribution of any but Cestre readings to Chester at so late a period. 

Not fewer than three moneyers — Lifinc, Lifwine, and Sunulf — 
appear to be working together at the end of the Conqueror's reign; 
four names appear in the ‘ Paxs ’ type (five if Sututlf and Unnulf 
are not identical), and also in the fourteenth type of Henry I ; in 
William I’s second type there arc six. The coins of the Confessor 
suggest a larger number, for in his reign eight moneyers can be 
counted whose issues overlap in two or more types, namely, iElfsige, 

1 .Yura. Cirrv, 1014, p. 632. 

* Xum. Citron., 1S9I , pp. 12 ff. 
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Alcsige, Brunninc, Colbrand, Husearl, Leofnod, Leofwine and 
Sweartcol. 

CMcheder (Domesday: deeslre). The Greatley Synod mentions 
Chichester as having one moneyer. In the Norman period there 
we two at least, for Brunmnn and Godwine were certainly 
working together in the reign of William II, and Brand anl 
Godwine m the reign of Henry I ; in the ‘ Pans ' type two namls 
only appear. In the reign of the Confessor the number was 
apparently not less than three (lElfwine, Godwine and Wulfrie). 

Christchurch (Domesday: Thuinam, Tninam). This mint h„ 
been .dentifled on coins of William I and Henry- 1 by Major Carlyon- 
Bntton in Bnt. If«m. Jim™., vol. vi, pp. 161 ff. The coins ef 
Henry of Anjou and William (of Gloucester!) which bear a mint- 
name Orel have also been attributed to Christchurch (see p. cxnviii) ; 
ut in the reign of Stephen Christchurch was still probably the 
name of the Abbey only, and Twynhnm the name of the town. 

Cirencester, is here suggested as the mint of the coins of Henry of 
Anjou and William (of Gloucester!) above mentioned, which kavepre- 
vtously been assigned to Christchurch (see above, pp. cnnviii, Jxi). 
Cirencester was probably an important Angevin centre; it was 

(w. Zl.) cou ° eil heW by the IeaiJera ot that “ 1142 

mbt'inX f° me fr ■ N ° ia made of this 

Coins, vol. ii p cL it' “ t ® f ' ^ ^ 

with Rochester). In D omeXy n X I "fl 

had nniri ,• *t 1U7 ) moneyers paid, and 

nulber 1 “ot ,me f ‘ he P«^ but their 

and Maldon n TT ", aL 10rb > «■ passes of Colchester 

money-era «t T P -,ct reign of the Conqueror, three 

contemporaneous, probably four; four ■ 
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occur in the ‘Pass' type; in the reign of Rufus their number 
seems to have been not less than four, if doubtful coins have been 
correctly read; in the reign of the Confessor five is the lowest 
number estimated from the coins now known. 

Cncklade (Domesday : Grichelude). In the reign of the Confessor 
two moneyers seem to have been employed at Cncklade; after 
the Conquest there were probably two, though one will just 
suffice for the coins at present known, assuming a succession of 
moneyers, Leofred — Wuls tan — /Elfwine— Edouf ; two names occur 
in the ‘fifth, and one in the eighth, type of the Conqueror. Xo 
coins of this mint are known later than the reign of William II. 

Derby (Domesday: Derby). After the Conquest it is not 
necessary to assume an establishment of more than two moneyers 
at Derby, and two names occur in the ‘ Pass ’ type : but in the 
early part of the reign of the Confessor there appear to have been 
three at the same time (Froma, Swartinc, and Wulfeh). 

For irregular coinage (variety IV A (b)) of the reign of Stephen 
see above, p. xcv. 

Devizes (Domesday: T/ieodulvesidc). For a coin of the reign 
of Stephen attributed to this town see Rashleigh sale, 1909, 
lot 603 (now in the Fox collection). Also in the same sale, lot 627, 
a coin of Henry of Anjou. But the form ‘Vises’ is not used in 
contemporary documents. 

Dorchester (Domesday: Doreccstre). In the Greatley laws one 
inoneyer is allowed to Dorchester. In Domesday Book (I. 75) two 
moneyers are mentioned as paying each a mark of silver, and twenty 
shillings qvando monda rertebatur, in the time of the Confessor. 
From the coins we may conclude that the two moneyers in the Con- 
fessor’s reign were Godwine, followed by Hwateman,and Blacaman. 1 

Coins of the Xorman period justify the assumption that two 
monej'ers continued to work at this mint after the Conquest. Xo 
coins are yet known of the first three types of the Conqueror; 

* The coin described in D. IT. Catal., Anglo-Saxon Coins, vol. li, p. 355, 
no. 19*, I should attribute to Warminster (cf. coin of Harold I, Tint. X«m. 
Jotmt , vol- vi, p. 41). 
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possibly none were struck at Dorchester so soon after the enrages 
following the rising in the Soutli-wcst in 1008. 

A com of William (of Gloucester!) nmy possibly 1 m attributed to 
this mint, see above, p. cxxxi. 

Dover (Domesday: Do-re). In the reign of the Confessor as 
many ns four moneyers overlap in the last two types, and four also 
appear to be contemporaneous in the early part of his reign. After 
the Conquest three run tram the reign of William I to that of 
William II (tins calculation omits loth Goldwino an.l Mamvine 
omng to the possibility that each of these name, may denote tiro 
moneyers striking the earlier and later issues on which the name 
appears) : m the ■ Fax, • type fivc namc , ^ 

*' r *r f,°“ in8 " rc kno " n of t! '» '"iut earlier than the 
from 11 ^ ' l,Ut n ° ^ c (auito evidence can be obtained 

l am l C T?' nS " ,e " f ,l "’ t .« the charter of 

, - O, ' V™ " w# " d to “» f “ «'» right of coinage 

Bavi^csrq:" c ^ is *"■«• < s “ 

thffifth Vtoo !(«• X 'l m ' Javnl " ToL i:t ’ w- 13s -°- for a coin of 
; ^ ° f " 1 «“* attributed to Great Yarmouth. 

men«onsLetrlthavfo"wr’ T ' ,e Greall °>' S *™' 1 

In the rehm r <■ n* ‘ moneyers under iEthohtan. 
working at "the 0 s. * ihcTv n PP ear to be five moneyers 

---ber^iou^^^r t! ; e . the .me 

earlier part of the OoL ? * nt P resent known of the 

twoditC i! *• that 

and last types of the reign. Only ,1—1""“ StrUCk “ " ,e IiK ‘ 
the* Pass’ tvne p a ,i ^ iree names occur on coins of 

of the reign^of W^I ^ "*-* *• 

refleeted in the rnritv of v„, . “ n '~°S n of 1068 "re 

(Domesday : Gloreeeestre) At th , 

Domesday Surrey (I iroi „ . '* At the t,me of the 

y ‘ ' " ,e amt of Gloucester paid twenty 
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pounds to the King. Under the Confessor there appear to he no 
fewer than six moneyers employed, but perhaps the number was 
reduced by "William I, in whose reign four moneyers only overlap 
in successive types, and four names only occur on coins of the 
' Pass’ type. 

For a coin of Henry of Anjou attributed to Gloucester see 
above, p. cxxi. 

Gromfcs ... A coin of the second type of William I in the 
York Museum reads *EUriOHCUOHBES. The raoneyer's 
name (Earnwi 1) suggests Shrewsbury, and the confusion of G and 
S is not uncommon on coins. But Grimsby (Domesday : Grimetbi) 
is not impossible. 

Guildford (Domesday: Gildeford, Geldeford). From the coins 
known at the present day one would suppose tins mint to have 
employed one moneyer only after the Conquest, and in the time 
of the Confessor also this is possible, assuming a succession of 
moneyers, iElfwine — Blaeaman — iElfrie — Godwine — Leofwold, 
followed after the Conquest by Seric — ASlfric. 

Haelinys (Domesday: llustinye#). One moneyer was allowed 
by the laws of A-lthelstan. At the end of the Confessor’s reign 
at least three moneyers, Colswegen, Duninc and Theodred, worked 
together nt Hastings, and in the reign of William II the same 
number was employed, though two names only appear on the last 
issue of William L 

Hedii . . .1 A coin of Stephen’s last type, which is in the 
Hunterian collection, reads •JGEFA.KSIOHiliEDV^ zl • 

The identification of the mint is quite uncertain, hut Hythe is 
possible (cf. Domesday Ilede). 

Hereford (Domesday: Hereford). Domesday (I. 179) tells us of 
se\en moneyers having been employed at this mint in the reign 
of the Confessor, one of them being the Bishop’s moneyer. From 
the evidence of the coins at present known, not more than five 
moneyers can he shown to have worked together in the reign of 
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the Confessor and not more then four after the Conquest; five 
” the largest number of name, appearing my t of (k 
Confessor, and four occur in the 'Pass • t 3T e of the Conqueror, 
or coins of Henry of Anjou struck at Hereford see alove 

p. CXXL ’ 

JZZf *#-*> There appear to have 

" 1 7 ' * " ,0nCyOT «t Hertford in the 

in M ,' h^r ' AS T “ *' » »“»■<* occur in hi, third type 
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(A U-Cotal., xi, Hildebrand Ol lftorU ^ ^ ° nB ° f <ST “ 
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Confessor’s reign are known, hut tto mo ^ ° f 
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have been working together. After the Conquest the same number 
is necessary for the coins at present known. Wccgelwine on p. 46, 
nos. 237, 238, is presumably an engraver’s error for iEgclwine. 

The bar across one of the limbs of the reverse cross on coins 
of William I’s sixth type is curious and evidently serves some 
definite purpose, as the same feature is found on coins of this mint 
of the Confessor’s reign (see B. 2L. CataL, Anglo-Saxon Coins, 
voh ii, p. 371, nos. 432-5). 

IjjSU’ich (Domesday : Gijxstcic, Gipeiriz). Domesday (II. 200 b) 
says that in the time of the Confessor the moncyers paid four 
pounds a year, and at the time of the Survey twenty pounds . in the 
four years previous to the Survey they paid only twenty-seven 
pounds. Under the Confessor not fewer than four moneyers appear 
to have been employed, and in the reign of the Conqueror no 
fewer than three; in the ‘Pass* type as many as six moneyers’ 
names occur. 1 

Lama . . . Coins of the first type of Stephen with this reading 
of the mint were tentatively attributed by Rashleigli in his 
account of the Watford find (Sum. Chron., 1850, p. 157) to 
Lancaster. They are now assigned to Launceston (Brit. iV«m. 
Journ., vol. iii, p. 113). For Ixintca, in lots 518 and 519 of 
Rashleigh sale, I should read Canuxi (Canterbury). 

Launceston. (Domesday : Lanscavetone). The Domesday passage 
(1. 120 b), Canonici Sancti Stefani tenent Lanscavetone , leaves little 
doubt of the correctness of Major Carlyon-Britton’s attribution of 
coins to the church of St. Stephen at Launceston (Brit. Kum. Journ., 
voL iii, pp. 107 ff. ; vol. iv, pp. 68 ff.). The earliest coin of this mint 
at present known (William I, type V) has no moneyer's name, but 
has a reverse legend which is clearly intended for Sancti Stefani’, 
and the Hunterian coin of type VI, which reads CODUIL OM 
SIH^S^FWI (see PI. XIV. 15), connects the earlier reading 
which omits the moneyer’ s name with the later which omits the 

1 Possibly on coins of tbe ‘ Pais * type the moneyer’s name should he read as 
Ulfwine (he. ’Wulfwine) rather than Alfwine, in which case fire moneyers 
only are known of this type. 
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title Sancli. Coins of Stephen, mentioned above, with the re.vlin" 
Lanza, may possibly be assigned to Launceston. 1 

The Lam, coins of Henry I, type XIV, are probably of Lewes. 

Leicester (Domesday : laalactrc). The moneycra of Leicester paid 
the King at the time of the Survey (1. 230) twenty pounds yearly, 
their number is not mentioned. Not fewer than four moncyeis 
•seem to have worked together in the Confessors reign, namely 
sEgelnc, lEgelwine, Godric and Lcofric, but the attribution of the 
rEgelrie and Leofrie coins is doubtful. In the Conqueror's roi-m 
only two are apparent on the coins, perhaps even one only might 
have been employed ;= but the amount of the tnoneyers' payment 
in Domesday suggests a larger number. For attributions to this 
mint see foot-note, to Table of Mints, .Moncyers, and Types and aim 
notes on Chester above (p. clxvii). 

T T ^ omes ^ ■ Leu-es). Two moncyers were allowed to 
wes by d- thelstan. In Domesday (1. 26) moncyers are mentioned 
as paying twenty shillings cm monel,, renomtur, but their 
number » not given. In the reign of the Confessor there were 
not fewer than four moneyers (Eadward, Eadwine, Godwine and 

kn ^ ofT' ( “ PP ^,: n <“«"■« F and H; the coins 

I , ... 1C W ° * ,rtms of so low a number ns two : 

but a, this necessitates the close sequence Oswohl-rElfrie- 
htmmr, nnd hence the supposition that no new types of these 
moneyem remmn to he found, one may assume that the number 

nviilmn » ovw “i> a- -fen 

of M ilham II to that of Hemy I. i„ tbe • Pass ' type throe occur, 
the^at^ T« L ™° lla) - (ISM*) »y that 

2d of th ,7 re,SD a ° k ^ th “ *“■ “nd towards the 

mploved 77. “ than ' iSM ' “ seem to have been 

e^loy ed. At the beginning of the reign of William T th ere seem 
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to be seven moneyers who continue from the reign of the Confessor 
or Harold II, and seven names occur in his second typo ; similarly, 
in his fourth and fifth types, five or six appear to be working 
together; but in the ‘Pass’ type only two names occur. This 
great decrease in the number of moneyers represented on coins of 
the end of the Conqueror’s reign may possibly be due to a compara- 
tive scarcity of coins of the Northern mints in the Beawortli find, 
and a consequent loss of moneyers’ names of these mints; but 
this is not a probable explanation, for in the Bea worth hoard 
there were 171 coins of Lincoln representing only two moneyers, 
whereas of Canterbury 285 coins represented as many as eight 
moneyers, and of Hereford fifty-nine coins served to produce four 
moneyers' names. In the reign of William II there appear to be 
two or three moneyers, but the coins are few and some readings 
uncertain. Probably there w’as a decrease in the establishment 
of the mint at Lincoln towards the close of the Conqueror’s reign, 
though Domesday gives no signs of any serious decrease in the 
prosperity of the city; for, though 240 mansioncs out of a total 
of 1,140 had disappeared since the Confessor’s day, ICG of these 
had been demolished in building the castle and onlj' seventy-four 
had fallen into ruin owing to misfortunes, poverty, and fire. 

On the coins of the twelfth and of the last two types of 
Henry I, and on most of the coins of Stephen's first type, the form 
Nicole is used for the name of the mint. 

For irregular coinages (II and IV B {«)) of the reign of Stephen 
see above, pp. lxxxii, xevi f. 

London (Domesday: iAindonia). In the reign of /Ethclstan 
London had eight moneyers. Under the Confessor we find from 
the coins no fewer than twenty-five moneyers working together 
in the early part of the reign, and in the middle of the reign 
at least twenty, but at the end of the reign about twelve only 
seem to be contemporaneous, and in his last type but one (Hildebrand 
A, var. c) only twelve names are known as opposed to thirty-two 
in his third (?) type (Hildebrand B). Under William I there seem 
to bo not fewer than nine or ten moneyers employed nt the begin- 
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nmg of the reign, and in the ’Paxs' type eight names occur 
Probahly a reduction of the stall’ of the London mint took place 
in the Confessor’s reign, perhaps concurrently with an increase in 
the activity of the smaller provincial mints. 

Maint . . . The attribution of these coins of the second typo of 
William I is quite uncertain; all that I have seen are front the 
same dies and from an obverse die which was also n=ed at 
Thetford. The low weight of the British Museum specimen 
(I have not ascertained the weight of the Hunterian and York 
speemtens) suggests forgery, but there is no trace of false work 
or even of any altering of the die, on the coins. 

Mttldon (Domesday : J/eWuau). Two moncyers at least were 
employed ,n the reign of the Confessor, „ n( , „ )s0 nftcr ^ 

Three names occur in the • Pars ’ type, but the alteration of the die 

ral™ iotf 2 821 ( ~ P’ I53 ’ and Ata. 

and P v ' meSC,tS SOrac c °nfusion between rElftvine 

T hf n A° °T m kn0 ' ro “ tlCr lh0 roi S“ ° f " dkam ± 

payment by the burgesses of Mahlon for their mint is 
assessed tn Domesday with that of the Colchester burgesses. 

t “2 ® Om0Sd! ’ y: This borough is tnen- 

From 2 eo y ‘ t >M ^ 100 sMI “S» *• the mint, 
employed at the Z. 72 ZrTZ -7* T 
afr^dar issues are known after the re^ of^Ui^L 

see above “° vi y °' ADj °" W ^>-bury 

moneyer ’ S” ^ h » S «-t the mint and the 
Waugh.' Coins of tOM f 

£££ the ,Mt * 

lieu-ark. For coins of the variety of q* OTl i, » . 
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Northampton (Domesday: Northantone, Nantone). The only 
coins, earlier than the thirteenth typo of Henry I, which can with 
any certainty be attributed to this mint are those of the second 
type of William I which bear Nothant as the name of the mint. 
The moneyer is Saawine. Hence it is possible that other coins 
of this moneyer on which the form Hamtunc occurs should be attri- 
buted to Northampton rather than Southampton, q. v., p. cLxxxii. 
See Brit Num. Joum. t vob ix, pp. 140 fF. At the end of the reign 
of Henry I as many as four moneyers occur at this mint, and not 
less than two of these must have worked together. 

Norwich (Domesday: Norwic). From Domesday (II. 117' b) 
we learn that the bishop could have one moneyer at this mint if 
he wished. 

Not fewer than five moneyers appear to have worked together at 
Norwich under tho Confessor; after the Conquest four is the lowest 
number available from the coins at present known. As many as 
eight names appear in the * Paxs ’ type ; but of these some, such 
as Godwid and Inhuhe, are uncertain and may perhaps be blundered 
forms of names already included. As many as twelve names, if the 
coins are correctly attributed, appear in the first type of Stephen. 
The reading NON is attributed to Norwich (sec below, p. 362, 
no. 163). 

Coins of Stephen’s reign struck from erased obverse dies are 
known of this mint (see above, pp. lxxvi ff.). 

Nottingham (Domesday : Snotingcham, Snotingham). Domesday 
(I. 280) mentions two moneyers here in the time of the Confessor. 
Coins of tho Confessors reign are rare and show no satisfactory 
sequences, but they confirm the number of moneyers mentioned in 
Domesday as being, at least, the lowest number possible. The 
coins of the reign of William I show that there were two moneyers 
at least after the Conquest, and two names occur in the ‘ Paxs ’ 
type. For varieties of Stephen's reign, I and IV A (c) (Nottingham 
or Tutbury 1), see above, pp. lxxvii, xevi. 

Outchester, where most of the coins of Henry, Earl of Northum- 

m 
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berland, have been found, is suggested as tbc possible place of 
mintage of the varieties IV C (a), ( b ), (e). See above, pp. xcviii ff. 

Oxford (Domesday: Oxeneford). In the reign of the Confessor 
seven seems to bo the lowest number of moneyers that can have 
worked together, and seven ia the largest number of names occurring 
in any one type. Immediately after the Conquest at least sir 
seem to be contemporaneous, but in the 'Pass’ type only three 
names occur. 

For Oxford coins of the Empress Matilda see above, p. cxix. 

Plmlroh. Coins of this mint of the fourteenth type of Henry I 
have been identified by Major Carlyon-Britton ( Brit Hum. Jour,,.. 
vol. II, pp. 54-6) from an entry on the Pipe Roll of 1130, in 
which a payment is made by Gillopatrie the moneyer. A coin of 
tephen's first type was recently acquired by the British Museum 
(see below, p. 348, no. 88 a) on which the same mint and moneyer 

art* wlnnKfirwi 


. A coin of the ninth typo of Henry I (Hks. 263) 

m Copenhagen Museum reads *AI.\rRED:ON:PEHE: 
The mint is quite uncertain; possibly Winchester! 

Aferiomiipl (Domesday: Burg). In 1067 William I confirmed 
in a charter to Peterborough Abbey (Davis, Regent,,, vol. i, no. 8) the 

fflimhT r, y EiS * r “ Dd ° ther The grant of Edgar 

(Birch, Curtulonum Saxoulcum. vol in, pp. 543 and 582) included 

ir Tn ' iUt ‘ he m0MJ ' Cr is “* mentioned in the 

Dun a ?'!" 1 T1 ‘ e b " U ° f a*— HI. published in 

U feme h T, T'™ 1 ' i ' P ' 3! ’ 0 ’ EK ” lS tho Abbey the privileges 

St ITT U ' r m “ kM SPedfiC the coining-die in 

STet th r ‘ he Staf ° rf o' whom there wem 

r r “, th : C0nqO ' rort - working for the 

ttaU e L ’ rf ‘ hroUSh P«riod, I do not think 

mat ue can now be identified. 


Pevensey (Domesday: Pevenesel). 
known before the Conquest. In the 


No coins of Pevensey are 
reigns of the two Williams, 
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/Elffaeh was the Pcvensey moneyer, and in Stephen’s reign Alwine. 
Pevensey was presumably one of the boroughs that were allowed 
one moneyer only. 

Beading. In the foundation charter of Henry I (1125) a grant 
was conferred upon the Abbey of a mint and moneyer at Reading 
(‘donavi Radingiam . . . cum moneta et uno monetario apud 
Radingiam'). 1 This privilege seems to have been soon exchanged 
for the use of a moneyer at London, and Roger, Bishop of Salisbury, 
probably not many years later, at the king's order granted to the 
Abbot and monks one moneyer in London, namely Edgar. 3 The 
privilege of one moneyer at London was confirmed by Stephen. 3 
We may therefore assume that some, at least, of the London coins 
bearing the name iEdgar, which are of the last type of Henry's 
reign, -were struck for the Abbot of Reading. Wc do not at 
present know any coins of this moneyer of the reign of Stephen ; 
ho may still have been working for the Abbot or have already been 
replaced by another moneyer. 

Rhuddlan (Domesday: Roelend, Rodent). There can be no 
doubt of the attribution of ‘Paxs’ type coins of William I to 
Rhuddlan, where Domesday says (I. 269) that Robert dc Roelcnt 
held ‘medietatem . . . monctaj ’ (see Brit. A'tim. Joitrn., vol. ii, 
pp. 41 ft’.). Only ono moneyer, Elfwinc, is known. 

Rhyd y Gors. See p. Ixxii. 

Rochester (Domesday : Roveccdre). In the laws of Aithelstan 
Rochester had three inoneyers, two for the king and one for the 
bishop. Whether the bishop’s privilege continued to the lime 
of the Conquest and after, we have no knowledge. Coins of this 
mint are not common at any period, but in the reign of the 
Confessor the coins arc sufficient to show that not fewer than three 
moneyers worked together. After the Conquest two inoneyers only 
are necessary. Two names only occur in the ‘Paxs’ type, but of 

» Brit. Mu*„ Hailey MS. 170S, fol. IG. 

* Ibid., fol. 113. Printed in full in Dagdale - * Honattticn, vol. iv, p. 41, and 
in Sum. Chrvrt., 1901, pp. 373-4. 

* Brit. Mus., Harley MS. 170S, fol. 23. 


m 2 



clsss 


ixtroditctios 


this mint only nine ' Paxs ’ coins were described in the account 
of the Beaworth hoard. Two moneyers, or perhaps three as in 
^Ethelstan’s time, may he assumed to have been employed in 
Norman times. No coins of this period arc yet known later than 
the first type of Henry I. 

Romney (Domesday : Romcnel). Two moneyers at least were 
employed by the Confessor (Wulfmmr and Brungar — Estin — 
Leafric). As many as three seem to have been working after the 
Conquest, though two only occur in the 1 Paxs ’ type ; for Coc 
appears in the first issue of William II, and both Wincdi and 
Wulfmser continue from the reign of William I to the second 
type of William II. 

Itye. On tho proposed attribution ot some coins of Stephen to 
tins mint see above, p. clxvi (Castle Rising). 

St. David s. For the attribution of coins rending ' Dovitnn ’ to 
St. Davids, or Dcwi-town, see Bril. Xum. Joun., vol. ii, pp. 4 7 ft. 
The identity of the obverse die of n coin attributed to Shrewsbury 
(P- 175, no. 038) with that of a St. Davids coin is curious; but the 
coarse work of both obverse and reverse of that coin suggests 
bat possibly it should itself also bo attributed to the mint of 


Sahstmry (Domesday: Sarithrie). Three moneyers at least 
seem to have worked hero in the reign of the Confessor, and after 
the Conquest the same number is likely ; for, though two are, from 
the c„ ms at present known> ^ iin[iosa . ble , n Uio rc . gn 

Ilham I, three moneyers ore required by the coins of William II. 


, f (Domesday: Sandmc, Samvic). The confusion 

between this mint and Bury St. Edmunds, both in the Norman 
penocl and in the reign of the Confessor, is at present hopeless. In 

W TT reiS “ S ° me C °'' n3 the heofwine, reading 

& id and Sand,,,, are no doubt correctly attributed to Sandwich, 

read, J ,7 ^ n '° MJ '' r ° E ‘W« (Hildebrand) O which 

s once ( . M. Cala!., no. 1161) might, one would think, be 
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assigned with equal certainty to Bury ; 7 in which case there was 
more than one ■ money er allowed to Bury at this period, for 
ilorcere was coining there in this issue, as well as in earlier and 
later types. In the Conquerors reign, ABlfheh, /Elfgiet, and 
Godwine are clearly Sandwich moneyers, and show that at least 
two moneyers were employed together. Of the later moneyers 
iElfgar and Godhe.se must he of Sandwich, but the remainder arc 
quite uncertain. 

Shaftesbury (Domesday : Sccptesherie). By the laws of ^Ethelstan 
this mint was allowed two moneyers. In the reign of the 
Confessor there were three moneyers paying each a mark of silver 
and twenty shillings quando mo acta vertebatur (Domesday, I. 75). 
This number agrees with the figure deduced from the coins now 
known of the Confessors reign, if we assume that the /Elfward 
of type (Hildebrand) A was a different inoncyer from that of 
type G; but if the same AHfward woiked continuously through 
the reign thero would appear to be not fewer than four moneyers 
employed. In the Conquerors reign also, there appear to have 
been three moneyers, and three occur on coins of the ‘ Foxs ’ type. 
There is some confusion between this mint and Shrewsbury, as 
both minis seem to have had a inoncyer of the name of Godesbrand 
in the reign of William I (see Xum. Ckron., 1911, p. 273). 

Sherborne. For a coin of Henry of Anjou attributed to Sherborne 
sec above, p. cxxviii. 

Shteivsbury (Domesday: Scirojicebcrie). The city of Shrewsbury 
had, in the time of the Confessor, three moneyers who paid twenty 
shillings apiece within fifteen days of the receipt of their dies, 
et hoc ficbat monela vertente (Domesday, L 252). From the coins 
of his reign one would have supposed that ns many as four 
moneyers were working under the Confessor, for iElfheh, Lcofstan, 
and Wulfmaer run from types (Hildebrand) A to F, and Leofwinc 

* This lends some colour to Major Carljon Britton’s attribution to Bury of 
coins of William I’a second type reading Leo/teint on 7J«r; sec above on Duty 
St. Edmunds, p. dxir. 
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occurs m type E, which certainly precedes F ; but it may be that 
the coins of type E and F were not struck by the same aHtbeh 
as struck those of type A, 1 as the intervening types (C, B, D) are, 
I believe, not known of this moneyer. In the reign of William I 
three moueyers were evidently contemporaneous and three names 
occur m the ' Pass ’ type. The attribution of coins of Hathebrand 
is uncertain (see below, p. 264). 

On the coin described on p. 175, no. 938, see St. Davids p eta 
and on the difficulty of the identification of the Shaftesbury and 
Shrewsbury mints on coins of Godesbrand see Shaftesbury p cLvta 


Southampton (Domesday: Eanto, K Eantune, Ea.utum). On 
the confusion between Northampton and Southampton see North- 
ampton, p. clxxvn. Under rEthelstan, 'Hamtune' <_ Southampton) 

S 8 ‘ he <>' coins to 

Southampton to be correct, there seem to have been not fewer than 

rCoTueT r b mi “‘ b ° li ‘ " tbC CMWs «'> •«“ 

noted twL r 0,lly occm ' s °" ' P “« ' coins. It may he 

rjsSSSpsssss; 

rrrr? uscd: 

possibly be attributed to Ibis nnnt'ce" fd ff. ^ 

of' TJ' oUul^Tu^' Th5 Staikr! ‘ y 

makes the attribution of the eoins diffic It ^ and Sudbur ->' 

Moneyers, and Types the forms f a ° ’ In t,le Table of Mints, 
arc inserted in CtnL s D ° f «- two mints 
moneyer that can he assigned rt' Confes ” the oniy 

Folcwine ; if the doubtful moneyers “n 7t ‘° S “ dW * 
Southwark, there are still only Lee c bC altnbnled *» 

I tnree contemponmeons moneyers 


1 Hildebrand, no. &J5. 
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necessitated by the coins now known. After the Conquest also, 
three must have worked together, and four names occur on ‘ Paxs ’ 
coins. 

Stafford (Domesday: Stad/onl, Stafford). From the few coins 
known of the Confessor’s reign, thero is no reason to assume the 
existence of more than one moneyer at Stafford, but in the reign 
of William II the coin of iElfward of the second type shows this 
moneyer to have been working with Godric, of whom we have 
a sequence of coins through the whole reign. In the second and 
last types of tho Conqueror, two moneyers’ names occur. 

Stamford (Domesday: Stanford). The coins at present known 
show as many as eight moneyers to have been working at Stamford 
in the early part of the Confessor’s reign : in the latter half of the 
reign there seem to be only five. Immediately after the Conquest 
there were not fewer than three, or perhaps four, moneyers, and 
three only are at present known in the Conqueror’s last issue. 
This great reduction in tho staff of the Stamford mint is similar 
to that at the neighbouring mint of Lincoln, but seems to have taken 
place at an earlier period. 

Coins of the first two varieties of Stephen’s reign occur of this 
mint (see above, pp. lxxvii, Ixxxiii). 

Steyning, Sussex, (Domesday : Staninges). One moneyer only 
seems to have been employed here both before 1 and after the 
Conquest. Two, however, appear to have been employed by 
William II. No coins are yet known later than the reign of 
William II. 

Sudbury (Domesday: Sutberie). The phrase of Domesday 
(II. 286b), * ibi sunt monetarii ’, suggests the existence of more 
than one moneyer at Sudbury, but one only is apparent from the 
coins both lie fore and after the Conquest. In the Abbey Register 
of Westminster (Brit. Mus., Cotton MS., Faustina A. Ill, fol. 79) 


* The coin of Godwino of the Confessor's last type (D. 31. Catalogue, no. 1218) 
I should assign to Stafford. 
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Henry I confirms tlio dedication by Wulfric, Ins moneyer, of Die 
church of St. Bartholomew at Sudbury to the use of the monks 
of Westminster. This confirms the attribution to Sudbury of the 
eoins struck by Wulfric in the reigns of William I, William II, 
and Henry I. 

On the confusion of Sudbury and Southwark see above, p. clxxxii. 
Tuitwiorth (Domesday: Tameiconlc). Two moncyers seem to 
have been employed at Tamworth in the Confessor’s icign and 
in the reigns of the two Williams. 

Taunton (Domesday : Ta atone). Only* one moneycr may hate 
been employed at this mint both in the reign of the Confessor and 
after the Conquest. 

Coins of variety III 7 or Stephen's icign have been attributed 
to Taunton (sec abo\e, p xcii). 

Thctford (Domesday: Telford, Tedfort). At the time of the 
Domesday Survey (II. 119) Thctford pnid 40 pounds a year to the 
king for the mint. In tho Confessors reign at least five, or 
peihaps six, moncyers seem to have worked together, and seven is 
the highest number of moncyers in any ono type of the reign; 
in the reign of William I, six 1 is the lowest number possible of 
contemporaneous moncyers, and six occur in Die ' Pass* type. 

Coins of this mint of varieties I and IV B (1), of Stephen's reign, 
are described above, pp. lxxviii, xcvii. 

Totnes (Domesday: Toteiutis, Totheneis). No coins of Totnes are 
known of the ConEessor’s reign. The second issue of William II 
was the only post-Conquest type known of this mint until a coin 
of the first type of Henry, struck by the same moneyer, Dunic, was 
recently found in the Old Sarum excavations. 

Tuthury. For a variety of Stephen's reign, IV A (e), attributed 
to this mint, see above, p. xevi. 

Tioynham. See Christchurch, p. clxviii. 

1 Assuming Polcserd, who coined for the Confessor, to have been at work in 
the early issues of the Conqueror. 
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Wallingford (Domesday: Walengeford, Walingeford). Domesday 
mentions a moneyer here having a house free (I. 56). Under the 
Confessor os many as five moneyers seem to have hecn employed, 
and in the early part of the Conqueror's reign three ; two names 
only appear in the ‘ Paxs ’ type. 

A coin of the sixth type of William I, struck by a moneyer 
Swarthrand, on which the mint is represented by the letter P 
(for W ?), has been tentatively assigned to Wallingford (see Brit. 
Xum. Journ., voL iv, pp. 54 and 56). 

Wareham (Domesday: Warham). In the laws of /Ethelstan, 
Wareham had two moneyers. There were also two moneyers in 
the time of the Confessor, who paid one mark of silver to the king, 
and twenty shillings qiuindo moncta vertcbalur (Domesday, I. 75). 
The coins of the Confessor confirm the existence of two, at least. 
In the reign of William I there seem to be not fewer than three 
employed, and four names are known in the ‘ Paxs ’ type. 

There is sometimes difficulty in distinguishing coins of Wareham 
and Warwick ; the mint-readings are inserted in the notes of the 
Table of Mints, Moneyers, and Types. 

For Warelmm coins of the Empress Matilda and of William 
(of Gloucester?) sec above, pp. cxix, exxx. 

11 aruv'r/c (Domesday: Warwic). Under the Confessor there 
seem to have been not fewer than three moneyers employed at 
Warwick ; probably the same number were working in the reigns 
of the two Williams, though two might just suffice for the coins 
known at present ; four names occur in the 4 Paxs ’ type, and three 
in the first and second types of William II. On the possibility of 
confusion with Wareham see above. 

TF«fc7tc£ (Domesday : ll'nrci). One moneyer only secins to have 
been employed at Wat diet, both in the Confessor’s reign and after 
the Conquest. 

TTiY/on (Domesday: IP/Wone, IPifftmc). In the Pipe Poll of 
Henry I, Tomas, a moneyer, is mentioned under Wiltshire as having 
had his fine reduced on account of poverty ; perhaps this is the 
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Tomas of the first type ot Stephen, but me do not yet know any 
corns struck by him in the reign of Henry I. In „ grant in Wilton 
to the church of Salisbury (c. 1200), William of Wilton the 
organist, is mentioned as son ot William, the moneycr ; ■ ’ this 
moneyer is probably the William mho struck coins of the last type 
of Stephen and of the first issue of Henry II. 

There seem to base been not fewer than five moncycrs employed 
at Wilton in the latter half ot the reign of the Confessor, and as 
many as six names occur in one type (Hildebrand H). In the 
ear y part of the Conquerors .eign, a, many a, four, or five (if 
sEIfwine of William I is identical with the vElfwine of the 
Confessor) seem to he contemporaneous, at the end of the rcim. 
not more than three are necessary from the coins now known, and ' 
tnree names occur in the 4 Pass ’ type. 

coil"" (Domesday: FWcm*). For the attribution ot 
com to the borough of Winchcomlc see Sri,. Warn. Aura., vol. vi, 

and after °" e “° n< * Cr “*“» <° 1»« tvorked here both before 

iirissr- Ko roins - rc kD °" n «“ •>» 

lawI‘wilt a !! 0,nCSday ,; ' nW,T ’ dn vEthelstan’s 

Domesday Lwi ^ ^ mone y«-s. In the Winton 

^ «***“ s 

Etardii (f„l, 7) , Alestnn t tn “ < W - =)■ Alwardus films 

reign of the Confessor, mrd OdolfoTfi l &n “ 

Siward (foil. 16 )» Sanson (foil. 15,16), 

(betweenllorandnem “Tr'm “.S’ ““ ° f Survey 

a house at the time of the Survey "J” I” On“fc “‘;T b n0a ' ,J ' er “ 
phrase • Ff in e * ' D '’ * 0- 4 ^ occurs the 

Of the Confessor net less than nine monever, . f ^ 

the same time; in the CcnquerorWign thLT 

' 

‘ Ch “ le "' — 
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For a coin of variety II of Stephen’s reign, attributed to 
Winchester, see above, p. Ixxxiii. 

M’iveliscombc. For coins of Henry of Anjou and William (of 
Gloucester 1) which may have been struck at Wivcliscombc see 
above, pp. cxxiii, cxxxi. 

Worcester (Domesday: TTiYccestre). Moncyers of Worcester are 
mentioned in Domesday (I. 172) as having paid, in the time of 
the Confessor, twenty shillings each at London on receipt of dies 
(juttwlo moncla vertebalur. This city seems to have had not fewer 
than five, or perhaps six, inoneyers in the reign of the Confessor ; 
as many ns six moncyers appear to overlap from the Confessor's to 
the Conqueror’s reign, but later in the reign of William I and in 
that of William II not more tlmn Four are necessary ; four occur in 
the * Paxs ’ type. 

Yarmouth. Sec above, p. clxx, Erami . . . 

York (Domesday: Ebomcum). In the early part of the Con- 
fessor’s reign as many ns seventeen moncyers seem to have been 
employed, and in the latter half at least ten appear from the coins 
to havo been contemporaneous. On coins of the second type of 
William I as many as eleven distinct names occur, all of which 
are found on coins of the Confessor or Harold, or of the Conquerors 
first type ; hut in the second half of the reign only four moncyers 
appear, from the coins nt present known, to have been working at 
the samo time, and four names only are found on * Paxs ’ coins. 
This great decrease in the staff of the York mint was perhaps the 
result of the ravages of 1 0G9. 

We do not know how many inoneyers were allowed to the 
Archbishops, lmt in a suit of 1279 the Archbishop, William, 
pleaded that they had had two dies (which perhaps imply two 
moncyers) from time immemorial, and also, nt one time, a third die 
which was then in the king’s hands ; and his claim was allowed. 

Tho form EBO occurs on n coin of the seventh type of Henry I 
(B. Both collection). 

For irregular coinages of Stephen's reign which were struck at 
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York sac varieties I, IV D, Eustace FitzJohn ami Koiert de State- 
ville (pp. lxxviii, cvi ff.). 

The comparative importance of the mints in the second half 
of the eleventh century may he summarized by the following 
classification in groups, the number of moneyers being, as pre- 
viously remarked, only an approximate estimate from the coins 
now available, and probably in many cases below the actual 
number employed. 1 The mints wliich occur in two groups, showing 
a decrease during the Conqueror’s reign, are in italics ; and an 
asterisk marks those which show a reduction during the reign of 
the Confessor. 


C moneyers , 
and over 5 moneyen 

‘London, 0 Exeter 
or 10 (early) 

*1 ork (early), Norwich 
1 1 in Hon 

•Winchester, (early) 

7 or 8 

Canterbury, 

7 

* Lincoln 
(early), 7 
* Oxford 
(early), 6 
Tbetford G 
Worcester 
(early), 0 


4 money eis 3 moneye/s 2 moneyers 1 moneyer 


•Chester 
•Colchester 
Dover 
•Gloucester 
•Heieford? (see 
pp. clxxif.) 
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Yotb (late) 


Bristol 
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Southwark 
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Durham 
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•Leicester 
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Lincoln 
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•Rochester 
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Steyning (see 

Southampton 

p. clzxxiii) 

Stafford 
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belong. The following abbreviations have been used for the 
collections quoted: 


A.HB. . 

. Mr. A. H. Baldwin. 

A.M. . . 

. Mr. Alexander Mann. 

Asbm. • 

. Asbmolean Museum, Oxford. 

Bodl. . . 

. Bodleian Library, Oxford. 

Bit. . . . 

. The late Mr. Bernard Both. 

Brin. . . 

. Kaiser Friedrich Museum, Berlin. 

Cpnhn. . 

. National Museum, Copenhagen. 

F.A.W. . 

. Mr. F. A. Walters. 

F.Mus. . 

. Fitfcwilliam Museum, Cambridge. 

H.L.F. . 

. Miss Helen Farquhar. 

HAUL . 

. Mr. H. M. Reynolds. 

Hntr. . . 

. Hunterian collection, Glasgow. 

H.8. . . 

. Mr. Henry Symonds. 

U.W.M. . 

. Col. II. AY. Morrieson. 

J.B.M. . 

. Mr. J. B S. Mcllwaine. 

J.E.C. . 

. Mr. J. E. Cree. 

J.ll.D. . 

. Mr. J. H. Daniels. 

J.W.P. . 

. Mr. J. \Y. Parkes. 

J.Y. . . 

. Mr. J. Young. 

L.A.L. . 

. Mr. L. A. Lawrence. 

L.E.B. . 

. Mr. L. E. Bruun. 

Lewis 

. Lewis collection, Corpus Cliristi College, Cambridge. 

Mint . . 

. Royal Mint, Landau, 

Nott. . . 

. Castle Museum, Nottingham. 

Old Sarum 

. Old Sarum excavations. 

Paris . . 

. Bibliotbeque Nationale, Paris. 

P.CB. . 

. Major P. W. P. Cailyon-Britton. 

R.C.L. . 

. Mr. R. C. LocLett. 

R.T. . . 

. The Hon- R. Talbot. 

S.M. . . 

. Sheriff Mackenzie. 

S.H.S. . 

. Mr. S. M. Spink (Messrs. Spink and Son). 

Stbra. 

. Royal Museum, Stockholm. 

T.B. . . 

. The late Mr. T. Bliss. 

T.C.C. . 

. Trinity College, Cambridge. 

T.Mus. . 

. Castle Museum, Taunton. 

\V.C.\Y. . 

. Mr. V. C. Wells. 

AV.E.H. . 

. Mr. W. E. Hidden. 



ABEEEYIATIOXS USED, COL1ECIIOXS QUOTED, ETC. Ciel 

W.J.R. . . . Mr. TV. J. E. Ryan. 

MLS.L. . . . 3tr. F. W. Lincoln (Messrs. W. S. Lincoln and Son). 

W.S.O. . . . Me. TV. Sharp Ogden. 

W.T.R. ... Tire late 3Ir. IV. T. Ready. 

York .... York Museum. 

To the owners and curators of the above collections I am greatly 
indebted for the facilities which they have given me for seeing and 
for publishing their coins; the difficulty of the subject has been 
materially lessened by the large number of coins thus put at my 
disposal. I have obtained much help from Major P. W. P. Carlyon- 
Britton, F.S.A., not only by free access to his large collection of 
coins, but also by the use of manuscript notes which he has kindly 
lent me. To Dr. George Macdonald, F.B.A., Hon. Curator of the 
Hunterian collection. I owe special obligations for time and trouble 
most generously given both in showing me the Hunterian coins 
and in making impressions of several of them for my use. My 
sincere acknowledgements are due to Mr. H. A. Grueber, F.S.A^ 
formerly Keeper of Coins, who has read proofs of the introduction 
and also gave me much assistance in the early stages of the work ; 
also to Mr. L. A. Lawrence, F.SA^ and Mr. W. J. Andrew, FJS.A_, 
who have read proofs of the introduction and helped me with 
many suggestions and corrections ; and especially to Mr. G. F. Hill, 
Keeper of Coins, who has read proofs of the whole work, and 
whose help and encouragement have done much to lighten the 
sometimes arduous work of preparing the Catalogue. Xor must 
I forget to express my indebtedness to the helpful care of the 
Reader of the Clarendon Press. 
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TABLE 


The numbers in this table include both pennies and cut halfpennies and farthings, 
+ implies that one or more coins of the type occurred, but the number is not 
This table contains only the regular English issues. For the irregular issues and 
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Nottingham, 189 
Dartford, 1823 
Sheldon, 1907 
Linton, JSS3 
Bute, 1«C3 



TABLE OF MINTS, MONEYERS, 
AND TYPES 


T!ie majority of tlic readings which are include! in the following table bate 
been taken from the coins themselves or, in a few cases, from casts or 
photographs of the coins; the remainder, which arc inserted from published 
or unpublished lists or from free-hand drawings, are in italics (the Stockholm 
coins in italics are from readings kindly supplied by Major P. \V. P. Carlyoa- 
Britton, the remainder from casts sent to mo from the Stockholm Mn*eum). 
Italics are also used in the columns of money ere’ names to denote, in the 
left-hand column, names which occur on coins of the Confessor or Harold II 
“• “ t , llc r, 8ht-hand column, those which occur on coins of the first I«ne 
( Tcalby ' type) of Henry II. 


The foot-notes contain readings from various publications, many of which 
are certain y incorrect; some, which may well be correct, are withheld from 
ie table itself owing to lack of evidence for the existence of the coins. Xo 
readings have Wen inserted on the sole evidence of the Spicer Manuscript 
iriXa.f r0M ' > T USC th3t morfc ,,as *■■'! to repnxiucc or 

„ 7, i" “ fro™ nl. catalog 

™°7 ? , U "' ler 235 - J0 "“"H etMontlj- l,av. lyen plsoed 

in Bril V ’ f B l t lC C ° urans ,iaTe tliemselvcs been misread by later writers— 
is of tvne VT *’ P ' 132, f0r CXa “P ,e ’ thc Edward reading, which 

of tlie D a Ro ’ff” Vnl - Tilt MS. Calliope 

ho* .O f.™ no f Z ” b " n ‘ he ’° U ™ ” r "“T orrors, arliich off 

.f (jiawkim ) ,« z 2 ; 7 : z :n~o 

”fT„ r “ '«>'»»■ Misprint, art another obrl.o. KOTO. 

ZTCZiZTV TZ r2 -" hm "» coin of (Ilawhios) 

.ad, obvious » tokB "L TTyZVZ't *"rsr ?Tf" 

S “ d “»»'». Chester and Leicester, and other 

Z P ” ° hmUi 1 1 * cross reference from one Lint to the 
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Other collections are only quoted in the table to supplement gaps, or 
doubtful reading’s, in the British Museum collection. 

The abbreviations of sale catalogues and other publications, which arc used 
in the table, are as follows ; 


+ ...... British Museum Catalogue. 

+ (npp.) ,, „ (Appendix). 

Allen W. Allen sale, 189S. 

Ast. *06 ... . Astronomer sale, 1906. 

B.N.J British Numismatic Journal. 

Bscm G. J. Bascom sale, 1911. 

Btmn W, and T. Bateman sale, 1893. 

Circ, ’02 .... Tfnmism&tic Circular, 1002 (ft’idiam 1 and 11. t heir Hints and 
J Imivjtrt, by P. W. P. Carlyon-Britton). 

Clark H. Clark sale, 1898. 

Cuff J. I). Cuff sale, 1854. 

Currer .... Miss K. Currer sale, 1862. 

Drrnr K. Durrner sale, 1853. 

PAW, Jot 6J, Ac. T. A. Waiters sale, J 9JS, Jot 61, Ac. 

H. II. Allan . . . H. H Allan sale, 190S. 

Knnl D. F. Kennanl sale, 1892. 

L.A.I, 43, Ac. . . L. A. Lawrence sale, 1903, lot 43, Ac. 

Lsel.e C. IV. Loscombe sale, 1853. 

ll’Ewfl . . . . C. MiEwen sale, 1834. 

Mntgu H. Montagu sale, 1896-7. 

Mrdch J. 0. Murdoch sale, 1903. 

N.C, ’69, Ac. . . . Numismatic Chronicle, 18G9, Ac. 

Nlgn Ber. Dr. Neligan sale, 1851. 

P.C B. 743, Ac. . . P. IV. P. Carlyon-Britton sale, 1&1S, lot 743, Ac. 

Rash E. W. RashtelgU sale, 1909. 

Rstn Simpson Rostron Bale, 1892. 

S. i. ’57, 6, Ac. . . Sotbeby sale, January, 1857, lot C, Ac. 

Sntl R. Sainthill, Ottn Podrtda. 

Stnr C. L. Stainer, Oxford SUccr Annies. 

Tplls J. Toplis sale, 1890. 

Webb II. Webb sale, 1695. 

Witte J. Witte sale, 190S. 


For other abbreviations see list of collections on pp. cxc, exei 
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Swcgn (Snein) 
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+ | 







I :: 


Aihrard (Henry I, typo XIV). f- W. Ra&hteigh sate, 1903, lot 100 = Catalogue, p. 500. so. W7 
(Alin aid). 

Aldrtd (Stephen, type II). D. T. Kennard bale, 1S92, lot 128. Perhaps = S. M. Spink colt 


Jlnh twine (William II. typo I). -Astronomer sale, 1900, lot 218 = S. Rostron sale, lS92,1ot 17. 

Apparently a London coin, see Brit Xum. Journ., toL v, p. 100 (assigned to Lincoln). 
CoUninc (William II, type II). Xmn. Chron., 1S77, p. 313 ■» Catalogue, p. 227, no. 71 (Colblac). 
fZlwold (William I, typo VIII). Brit. N'nm. Journ., voL si, p. 1S2. Possibly a misreading of 
aXoruich coin! 

Gera u<f (Henry I, typo XIV). Xum. Chron., 1901, p. 128, from Withy and P.yalL 
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1 Type I, BftHT ; n. BiEDtlVUD. 2 Henry I, EDMH: 
Stephen, edm, sa. 3 t, pc xin, b:edH; xr.-, sa’E, ban. 

See aLo Sandwich. 
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MVIfrfc (Stephen, type 11). H. Montagu sale, 1898, lot 322. PrubaW 



JIONEYEItS, ASD TYPES 
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Grim (William I, type VIIII. 31, W. Peace sale, ISM. lot 50. Probably inl*Tea<Hng for Hwclti. 
Hfteinc (William II, typo V). Num. Clrc., 1902, p. 5157 = P. XV. P. Cnrljon Britton rale, 1913, lot 7S2 
(probably Derby). 

finite l (William II, type III), Brit. Xum. Joum- i ol. vl, p 153 ■= IL XV. Morric*on coll. 

Smtn (William II, typo V). V.. W. Roxhlclgh Kile, 10 O. lot 398 i “ Catnlouoc, 

A’mof „ „ Brit. Num. Joum . \ ol. rl, p 153 r p. 251. no. 257 

.S'intrf P. W. P. Carlyon-Britton «i)c. 1913. lot 731 > (^indll. 

T/iumt (William II, tyre IV). Brit. Xum. Joum.. voL % I, p. 153 » Catalogue. PL xxx\ L 1 (Darrin Jit). 
A coin In A. II. Baldwin coll, of Henry I. type X, read* * -Via, perhaps Lacig or /-crip. 



0,1, te „ „ Xuin.Chron., Itt‘!,p.S« = P. W.P. Carljon-Brltton colL (money i-r'. 

name doubtful). 



II, o. OHagnn iwle, 19V. lot 123 » 8. M. Spin! coll. (Sandwich). 
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STEPHEN 


II III-VI VII 


PCO-i 
(vi) i 


CANTER- 

BURY 

Aid ward, sec 
Ead w citrtl 
A'crirle 
A.lfred 
A-lred 
Aghomund 
(Ahemund. 


ej 


A Id red (ACI- 
drwL&c.) 
Algur 
Abrod 
Hrlhtwold. 
(Brihtwod, 


&e.) 


Huruoth 

Eadweard 

(Adwnhl, 


Ed wine 

tiodhCKC 

flodrie 

Oregorf 

Manna 


H&ilcrt 

(Kodberd, 

&c) 


JlopCtr 


Sinner 
Willem 
Wlnedl 
(Wlndl. &c.) 
Wulbold 
(U'ulbod) 


Wulfred 

Wulfrio 

(Wulvric) 

Wulfwino 

Wills! 


Gthca . . , (Stephen, type D. O. J, Ba«com wile, 1911, Jot 85 = Catalogue. p, 518. no. 88 a (Pembroke. 
Gllpntrilc). 

Oodirinc (William I, In' 0 IIP. J. L. ITcnderwin wile, 1888, lot 31. Possibly London? 

Grim (Henry I, type XIV), Mum. Chron . 1901, p. 138, from Withy and Itynll. 

Oulrald (William n, typo HI). Mum. Clrc , 1902, p, 5188 =r Itobcrta MS Catalogue reading of 
II. M. Catalogue, p. 211, no. 179 CWnlbold). 

Leals (William II. typo IV). Num. Clrc., 1902. p. 5187 = Cntalognc, p. 259, no. 230 (York). 

Sctrrim iWiUiam II, typo I). Brit. Sum. Journ , voL vU, p. B. Probably misreading of Catalogue, 
p. 221, no. 12 (Shrewsbury). 

fiigchnM (William I, type IV). Akerman. Num. Jonrn . vol. 11, p. 100. I’robntily = 3IKs Helen 
Fnrquliar coll. (London, ACgelwlne’. 

Sutiep (William II. type III). Rev. T. F. Dymock sale. 1858, lot 179 = J. B. Bcrgnc sale, 1873, lot 317 
(Slmtcr). 

ll'agemu ntl (Henry I, type I). F. A. Walters sale, 1913, lot Cl Same dies ns T, BIivs coin 
(Ahgemund). 

I ("ill line (William I, type Hi). Archacologla. a ol. Iv, p, 358. 

Il'id/ieme (William II, typo IV). Num. Chron , 1901, p. 258. Perhaps = Catalogue, p. 2,57, no. 218 
(London, Walcln), misread in Roberts M3. Catalogue as Ji’ul/icme on Lit. 

„ (Henry I, tj-po VI). Sothcby sale, March 7. 1891. lot 73 
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AcSj*.' 1 ’ t3T0 It Xnm * chron - 183 °. p. 155 = Catalogue, p 335, no. 3 (Bury St. Edmund". 

^m^oUiT 16 ' ^ l0t 60 = T ‘ BIKs C0,L : >*«“■ Chroa - 

^/irorinvmT m n iI^ e I m) V 'l^ Cn n^hri S f' lct T = Catft!ogDe ' P- MS. no. 23 (London). 

A thtbrand ’’ 5® «• Christmas sale. 1861 , lot 23A 

(Shrewsbury). ” Circ.. 1902. p. 5168. Probably = Catalogue, p. 252. no. 219 

MiWi D ’ trP ° lK Xwa ‘ Cac • 1902, p - 5)G7 ’ fraQ i N'tun. Chron., 1S77. p 312. Probably = 
Cambridge 1 ; perbaps^coi iToMj-pei! J0Um * vo1, vU ’ p - N °t 1" Fitzwilliam Museum, 

EadKiM Brit - Xum. Joum, to!. vU, p. 7 =E\ ans coll. = Catalogue, Appendix. 

E^rard (Stephe^ Se ™ j. 5 = - R Roth «»• <Ed-^>- 

colL (Warwick). ’ I873 ' ,ot = H. Webb sale. ISM, lot 36 = T. BUM 

Oejrti [Stephen, type I). Xum. Chron . IS*,. p Probably Winchester. 
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Vrhra (Stephen, typo I). O. J. IU<com sale. lfflt, lot 63 = Catalogue. p. 3IS, no. S3 A (Pembroke, 

GUpatric). 

Ocxt trine (Will la in I, type HE. J. L. TlerKler-in Kale. 1SS3. lot 31. IW-lbly London / 

dri'n i (Henry I, typo XIV). Nnm. Chron-. 1301, p, 130, from Withy and Hynll. 

Qulrotd (William II. type III). Xura. Clrc.. 1002. p. SMB = Roberts 31^, Catalogue reading of 
It lit Catalogue, p. 211. no. 179 (Will bold). 

Jxstx (William II. type IV). Xum. Clrc.. 1302. p. 5107 = Catalogue, p. iV. do. 230 < York). 

Seprtm (WUJiam II. tyi« I). Brit. Xum. Joum., vol. vit, p. 8. Probably misreading of Catalogue. 
p. SSI, no. iS&hrerrsbatTt 

Sigritrtne (William I, type IV). Akcnnnn. Xum. Joum . vol. ti. p. 100. Probably = JH"* Helen 
Fartjuhnrcoll. (London, A'Sgelwluc). 

Suttcp (William II, type HI). Her. T. F. Dymock sale, 1838, lot 1 79 = J. B. Bcrgnc sale. IS73. lot 317 
(PltnwT). 

Jl'asemunrf Jlenry I. typo I). F. A. Waller* sale. 1913, lot (SI Same die-* ns T. Bli— coin 
(Ahecmundi 

) rut une (William I, typo HI). Archacoiogiv. vol. Iv. p. 33fi. 

tfntyirinc (William It type IV). A' tun- Chron., 1301. p. 23. Pcrbape. = Catalogue, p. 237, no. 2(0 
(London, Walcln), misread in Roberts 513. Catalogue as It'ulf irme on Ln. 

„ (Henry I. typo VI). Sotheby sole. March 7, 1991. lot 73. 
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LEHEI, LEHE : William IT. LEIEEf, LEIET, LEIEE 

’« EE 17 William I, typo II, LEffEE ; vin, leees, eees, 

EEEI, EEHE. mo*, awl LEESYU; a LEIEE '» EES 
>• EESYRE 


Sco nl'O Leicester. „ , . 

sKt/mc (William n, type I). H. O. OTTasan sale. 1907. loti li Perhaps Level f 
liunieOYlttlitm I. type I?- J. Lored nysale. I ® 7 . Iot Pcrbnp* Hasting*! 

I.tfinM (William I. type III). Brit. Xnm. Joum., > ol. iv. p. To. 

i , /noth (William II. type I Y) Mum. Cbron.. N04. p. 239. Probably = Copt- Mnrchfrfm hale. 1^.1. 

lot IS =CataloKue,p. 2tJ.no. ISO (type nl>. ^ , „ , , 

IPuinrrri (Henry I. typo I). H. Montagu sale. 1SEB, lot 272 = CoL Currant sale. 181.. lot 1«I 
{Winhued). Probably Lewes, q. s’. 



MOSEYERS, AND TYPES 


XII XII XIII XIY 


P.C B. | B.K. | + 


ii [ ni-Yi [vn I 


CHI- 

CHESTER 

(lirandus) 
Bnirunan 
(Ilnim/m, 
&c.) 
EJmno 
God wine 


Sprxcline (William I, type VIII). See Catalogue, p. 2uS, no. 1127 (Winchester), and Xnm. Chron., 
1911, p. 2T0. 

7/iursten (William II, type I). Num. Clrc., 1902, p. 510. Perhaps Lincoln I 


II 1II-VIYI! 


CHRIST- 

CHURCH 

-Hdred 

Coleninn 

Toti 

COL- 

CHESTER 

-Elfric 

A-If.-i (.-EM, 
Eke) 
Iirihtric 
Dirtnan 
(liorouui, 

Edward 

(A-divanll) 

Goldharco 

(GoMhfcl 

Goldman 

Goldutan 

'nwigen 

(Sncgten, 

Sinord 
Wulfnc 
Wulfwnrd 
<11 nlfwod) 
X' itlfwinc 
(ll'olwie) 
Uncertain 


VII .VIII IX 


Safari (Stephen, type I). E. W. Jlasblcteh sale, 1909, loto(E = P, W. P Carljon-Urltton colL Mint 
uncertain. 

TlWid lllenry I, type XIY). Nmn. Chron , 1901, p. 167 «= Hunterian colL (Gloucester). 


CRICK- 

LADE 

-Elf nine 
Kdoul 

LenfnsI 

fUofrail 

" ul-tnn 


w| v 


U’ui/rie (William I. type YIIT1. A. Durlacher sale. lSTH. lot 8. 

UVIsfane (William 1, type YID. P. W. P. Carlyon-lSritton sale, 1913, lot 717. Mint uncertain. 
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Front (Fromt 
Froam ) 

Onto mo 

(OH wine) 
Leo/irmr 

(Lt/Wnf) 

Vnintiwi 


WILLIAM II 


I 1 II III j IV 


JuiAoio/lWilllam I. type I) Xnm. Chron.. ID), p 37) iTobablr York. Autholf 
Godwin* (William I. type Till. E. W Rashlclgli sale. WO, lot 513 = P W P Carlj or 
Mint doubtfuL 


I ii m | iv | v | vi 


H.S. <JJ ,\ / [ + 


III' IV V 


I.iftnne (William I, typo TID) W. Allen sale. IKS, lot ZOT. Possibly Lifnc r 

Ottr tWDlum II. type V), Xnm. Chron . FBI. p. 261 ^ Catalogue, p 73. no. KO (William I. type VI). 



I 

II 

irl 

nr 

V 

VI 

VII 

VUI 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

I 

11 

III 

IV 

V 

I 

DOVER 

Adam 
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J. 
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-tire (William J, type It). VV. Allen sale, IS3S, tot ZBT. Probably York, Arnett. 

E/ftrme (William II, mule IxIIl. Sir R. Abdy sale. ISll. lot JO = Catalogue, p, 229, no. 85 (Lifivlnc. 
type II). 

God trine (William I, type V) Xnm. Chron , 1991. p. 26L 


DURHAM 

Cntthbrht 

Henri 


m 1 


vi vn ivm 
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Oudnfc {William II, type II). Kara. Chron„ 1377, p 312 = Catalogue, p. 22S, na SO (Godwlne). 
Li/rie (WUUam I, typo VIII). Jsura. Chron , 1901, p. SOX Probably Warwick. 

Li/icine (William II, typo in). 8. Roetron Halo, 1S92, lot 25 = II. 31. Reynolds coll. (Dover). 
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XV 
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VII 
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:: 1 
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X | 




DORCHES- 

TER 

•rKRgret 

Godwlno 

Llfric 

Oabem 

Otcr 
fincen , 
Uncertain 


Trailer (Ilenry I. typo XV). E, W. Ibuhlctgh sate, 19(0, lot 4M = I*. IV. P. Carlyon-Brltton coR 
3IInt uncertain. 



IJ/ttan (William I. typo VIII). Archacologla, voL xrrrf. p. & (Bcaworth find) => CnUloffoe, p. V3, 
no. Sn (Rochester). 

Ltfirinc (William II, mnlo I x II). Nun. Circ., 1902, p.5170 = J. O- Murdoch rale. 19B, lot 201 (Dover, 
tyro I). 


hi IV r vr 


vw| rx Is xr sir 


n iim 7 m 


DURHAM 

Cntthbritt 

Ilenri 

OMwi 


DrViUorn (William n, typo ITD. II. Webb sale. 1391. lot 51. Pet bap* a YetV coin of William I, 
type VI 
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JEgelmne (William I, typo V) Xnm. Cbron., 1001. p. 351. Probably from Roberta SIS. Catalogue 
reading (iElwlne) of ML Catalogue, p. 00. no. 313 (/Hfwtne). 

JEgim (William I, type II). Sothoby, March 7, 1S9I, lot 00. 

JElfwine (William I, typo Till). Sothoby, Doc. 19, 1911, lot XL 

Brand (Henry I, typo XIV). E. W. Rashlcigh sale. 1909, lot 100 - SalnthUl, Olla Podrtda, 11, 
p. 151 = Num. Cbron.. 1850, p, 151. and 1901, p 193 - Catalogue, p. 303, no. 120 (Chichester). 

Bnhtwtne (William II, type III). J. B. Bcrgne sale, 1873. lot 318, and SalntbUl, Olla Todnda, ii, 
p. 158. 

Cotswcgcn (William I, typo I). Sotheby, July 10, 1890, lot 11. Frobably Hastings 

Edunne (William II, typo IV) I*. W. P. Corlyon Britton sale, 1913, lot 771 Moncyer's name 
doubtful, perhaps Sowwino I 

Eluini (William 1, type I). Brit Num. Journ., rol. v, p. 10L See above, p cxllx. 
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(Sew old) 
Silac 
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P.C.B 
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Esbem (William I. typo YX Nam. Chron., 1901, p. 952. Perhaps Salisbury! 

Godsl/rand (William I. type VII). Brit. Nnm. Joiim., soL v. p. 103= Roberts MS. Catalogue 
reading ol B. M. Catalogue, p. 87, po. 173 (Shaftesbury). 

Lifwinc (William II, type IV). Brit. Num. Journ., voL r, p. 103 = P. W. P. Carlyon-Britton coll. 
(Wulfivine 1). 

Manna (William I, type I}. L. A. lAWtcnee tale, 1903, tot 33 = IL (Montagu eale, 1S97, lot K = 
P. W. P. Carlyon-Bntton colL (Canterbury). 

Simun (Stephen, type )• J, C. Murdoch 6ate, 1903, lot 217 = P. W. P. Carlyon-Britton coil. Mint 
doubtful, possibly Canterbury. 

Wulfvrxne (Henry I, type ID. H. Montagu eale, 1S95, lot 2S3 = P. W. P. Carlyon Britton COIL 
(Sffiwinof) 
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sEJ/nc (William n, type III). W. Allen sale, 1HB, lot 352. Perhaps Ipswich I 
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HERE- 

FORD 

Adebrnnt 


JK*Un 

llrihtric 

Edne 

OwlHc 

Jlethewl 

Lif*(«n 
(LILnn, &c.) 
Onlwi 
ReTenswcrt 
Earle (Sierlc) 



sFotlnc OVfifiam 1, type HI). Brit. -Vnm. Joom.. roL vl. r>. 1T3. F»Uel Sec Brit. Num. Joom.. 
toMII, p. SS.\ no. 3a 

» (William I. type VIII). Kom. Circ., 19E, p. 5(72 = Roberts MS. Catalogue reading of 
B. 5.1. Catalogue . p. 191. tws. 1032 (W are Lam). 

/TTtrt (William I. type IVJ. Num. Chron, p. (5. 

£adrt „ „ Akermnn, Nam. Joum., to! jj, jv lift 
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S’/ieie {William H, typo II). Norn. CIrc., 1302, p. 3172 = Roberts SIS. Catalogue reading of B. M 
Catalogue, p. 211, no. ICO {Wilton, Sefarc). 
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WILLIAM II J 
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JElftic (William I, type Y). T B. Kirby Bale. 1SSS, lot 1 1 *= 'V. A. Cotton ealo, 1 SS), lot 33. Perhaps 
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HUNTING- 

DON 

JFXf urine 
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Uodunne 

Sit? ate (Slwal) 

+ [*4 
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1 York 


+ j 

w.tn 

1 (R W M. 
i r&B 
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F.Mus. 




JEolurtnc (William I, type VIII] Brit. N'um. Journ.. vol vll. p I. 

ASlfric „ „ Nam. Chron , 19N. p. 201. 

JCl/wtne (William n. typo III). II. Clark sale. IS39. lot 62. Tcrhaps London f 
Oodric (William II. typo ID- N'um. Chron., 19)1. p. 261 = Itoherts SIS. Catalogue reading of B. M. 
Catalogue, p. 230, no. 91 (Hasting?) 

Godinne (William II, type IV). Sotheby, Jan. 23, I860, lot 110. Perhaps mistake for William 1. 
typoVIf 

„ (Stephen, type VJI) H. Montagu solo, 1391. tot 307 Catalogue, p. 311. no. 191 (CodmcTl) 
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HYTHE 

Edred (Edrred) 
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Arthvlf (William I, typo IV). Nam. Chron , IMJ, p. 261 = Roberts MS. Catalogue reading o( B 31. 
Catalogue, p. 35, no. 231 (York). 
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ILCHESTER 

^Enr,lwr ne 
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Ailword 
(dSblfward, &.c ) 
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York 
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Sahimne (William II. type in). Nora. Chron., 1901, p. 265. Roberts MS. Catalogue reading of 
B. M. Catalogue, p. 253, no. 21T (Shaftesbury)., 



HOSETERS, AND TYPES 


CCXV 



Thetford, Cinrlcl 



Cvpat (William H, type II). Rev. n. Christmas sale, 1861. lot 209; W. Allen sale. 1833, lot 311 = 
Catalogue, p. 231, no. 97 (SIwatt. 

Sxwi, Sxxcine (William I, type IV). Sum. Clrc., 1902, p. 5571. Probably Southampton. 

„ „ (William II. type I). Sotheby, May 2S, 1S91, lot 17; J. J. Nunn sate, 1S0G, lot 209 

Probably Southampton. 

Seftnne (Henry I, type II). Num. Chron., 1901, p. 227 = Hunterian coU. Reading doubtful, 
probably Southampton (perhaps an altered die). 

Stwatlmc (William I, type IV)* Col. D arrant sale, 1517, lot 136 = Catalogue, p. M, no. 281 
(Wallingford). 


HYTHE 

Edred(Edned) 


Xhdman (William H, type III). Num. Clrc.. 1902. p 5371 = Catalogue, p. 2W. nos. 187-8 (Hastings, 
Dlrman). 

Oodric (William II, type II). Num. Chron , 1901. p. 261 = Roberts MS. Catalogue alternative 
attribution of B.M. Catalogue, p. 230, no. 91 (Hastings) 
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IV 
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VI 
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IX 
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xrv 

XV 
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VII 
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ILCHESTER 

jEgelwlne 

£VV«gcIwine, 

^11 word 
bKUI'warf. te.) 
Kiwi 

Li ferine 
Wegtlnlne, tee 
A^clwino 
Wine (\\ ichiri. 
KO.) 


Brihtnolh (William H, mule IxII and type II>. Nuru. Chron., 1877. p. 313(1 = Num- Chron., 13M. 

p. 255) = Catalogue. p. 225. no. 67 (Gloucester). 

Goldtrine (William II. type III). Nam. Chron., SSOI, p. SOS. 
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(Osebern) 
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/Eoelwlnc, Sec also Hchestcr. 

sEgtric (William I. typo V) Sir II Abdy sale, 1SI1. lot 93 = Catalogue, p. 67. no. 357 (Norwich). 
Alfimnc (Stephen, type I). E. W. Rashlclgh sale, 1909, Jot S15 = B. Itoth coll. (Gloucester, samo dies 
os coin in 8. M. Spink coll.) 

JSrnm c (William II, typo ni). Nuro. Cbron., 19M, p. 3C5. 

Oodiewe „ „ Sotheby, Juno 16. 1015. Jot S3. 

Lrjttan (William I, type VII) Num. Cbron , 1901, p. 265. 







Tf'raehmne ( William I, type TV). VT. Boyne nalc, IKK. lot 1109 Probably Uche-tcr. 
n'litfirixa {William 1, type 111. Xmn. Cue., 1IW2, p. 5571. 
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PgrF 

All B. 


Snhtrul (William II, typea II and III). Mam. Cliron., 1501, jx 20R. Probably Brihttnier. 

LecfyUd (William IxITaroM mvlo; William I, type VII: William II. type HI). Various sale 
catalogues, fee. Folse, cf. Brit. Sum. Journ , vol. Ill, pp. 2SI-5. 
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Siword 
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VVihtno 

Wulfwine 
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Sco Also London. 

JElwi (Henry I, typo XV), Num Chron., 1SQL p 289. Royal Hint and Sheriff Mackenzie colls. 
Readings uncertain 

Ahnemrmd (Henry I, type IJ „ „ T. Bliss coll (Canterbury, same dies os 

F. A. Walters sale, 1913. lot 61). 

Jhttknund (Henry I, type I). H Montagu sale. 1S97. lot 91 = T. Bliss coll. (Canterbury, Ahgemund; 
see preceding). 

Bruman (Henry I, type I) Rot . H. Christmas sale, 1361, lot 226. 

Brunman (Henry I, type XV). Mum. Chron., 1901, p. 270 = Catalogue, p. 333. no. 301 (mint 
uncertain). 

Deaden 1 (Stephen, type IV), 3. G. Murdoch sale, 1903, lot 237 = B. Roth colh (GodricT). 

Edmund (Henry I, type XV) Num. Chron , 1901, p. 270, from Withy and RyalL 

Oodncvi (Henry I, type XI). „ ., p. 271 = Catalogue, p. 291, no. IS (moneyer 

uncertain). 

llermer (Stephen, type II). D. F. Kennard sale, 1S92. lot 130 Perhaps Norwich f 

Idlicrtie (IV ill lam I, type II). Brit. Xum. Journ , vot vul, p. 63 = York Museum. See above, p. cL 
Dio altered from London, .£3 wine. 

Le/urne CW ilham H, type II) Sotheby. Jan, 25. 1S60, Jot 11L 

Lxford (William I, mule VII x VIII). Voriom, solo catalogues, tea. False, cf. Brit Horn. Journ., 
>Ol. ill. p.232. no. 30. 

Liafwod (William I, type VII). Num. Chron., 1901. p. 267. Ct Liofwold below. 




1I0XEYEB3, AKD TYPES 


ccxxi 



Ltfwotd (Wltltam I, type VIII). Xum. Chron., 1901. p. 287. Probably Winchester. 

Ziofncltl (William I. typo VII). IL Montagu Eale, 1S97, lot 77 = Catalogue, p. 89. no. 155 (Win- 
chester). 

Ijtmoreffcn (William I. type IV). Xum. Cire.. 1902. p. 3571 - Roberta MS. Catalogue reading of B.3L 
Catalogue, p. 19. no. 255 (London. Colswegen). 

Xuherd (Henry 1, type IV). Xmn. Chron., 1901, p. 271 =■ Xum. Chron., 1S92, p. 81 (mint uncertain). 

„ (Henry I, type S3). .. 1991, p. 272 ■= Catalogue, Appendix, p. 107, no. 73* 

(reading unce rtain ). 

Osbert (Henry I. typo XV). ,. ,, Po«MbJy London. Odxrnl 

Hi card (Henry I. typo 1). ,. „ .. from Withy and It pall. 

Sih north (William I, t jt« IV). P. W. P. Carlyon Drttton rale, 1913, lot 09 (Slhforth I). 

Sictt Ulcery I. typo XIV). Xum. Chron., 1901, p. 272. Moncycra* names on the coins and in the 
sale catalogues quoted are doubtful 

Thtantan (William II, mule I x II). JL K. Pcaeo rale. 1=91. lot Cl. Perhaps 2i5 n misprint for 218 
ttJTC II) I 

Toe, Tom (Henry I. typo X). Cot. Lowlslcy sale, 1S99. lot 191 =H. V. Morrteson colL (mint uncertain, 
coin tooled). 

Vnee (William II, mulo IxII and types II and IHt Xum. Chron., 1901. p.2GS. 

Il'iAfrte, Tr»nfnc<WlIllnm I, type IV). Xum. Chron., 1901, p. 2G3. Po<c-(b!y type V Is intended I 

H’tlfred (William I. type VIII). J. Toplls sale, 1S90, lot 31. Perhaps London, vHfrcd f 

Wintri (William II, typo IV). Solhcby, April 23. V»l,Iot2i2. Teihaps Canterbury, Winedi I 
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Sec fclao Lincoln. 

/Edgar (William I, type IV). N’um. Chron., 1301, p. 358, 

/Egclnc {William I. type V). E. At'. Itashlelgh rale. 1»». lot 361 = & SI. Spink coll (mint uncertain). 

„ (W illiam 11. typo ID. W. Allen rale, 1HK, lot 33X 

JElfhen (It ill inm II, type II. N'um. Clrc., 1902, p 5619. Probably Sandwich. 
sElfrtd (William II, typo III „ .. „ Itobcrts MS. Catalogue rending of Cata- 
logue, p. 231, no. 102 (Lewes, ^Rfrle). , 

/Elfric (AVUllam I, type VIIIl. N’um. Chron.. 1877, p. 313. Probably Lewes. 

„ (William II, typo 1). N'um. Chron., 13d. p. 2S4 
xEtfinnA (William U, type I). J. D. CuH wile. 1851. lot T2t * Catalogue, p. 218, no 21 LWftwd). 
SEtfxrxM (WiUlnm I, type V)- C. Coi c-Jonea wile. 1311, lot 310 (type IV, 238 misprint for 237). 
/EtipiM (William I. type VI) Sotbcby. July 7, 1S70, lot S3 
/Eot Man (At ill lam I, type UK AV. and T, Bateman fate, IW, lot 3V1 

Aldrtd (Stephen, typo VI). H. Webb tale, 1935, Jot 67 *= IL O OTTagan sale, 1907, lot <22 = S. M. 
Spink coll (Hastings) 

JWirinf (William II, type nil. W. Allen sale, 1S3S, lot 358. 

Jlfgar (Henry I, type IV) I* A. LAwreccc sale, 1803, lot 10! = AV. Allen sole. 1SB8, lot 3G7 (Algor), 
sec Ealdgar. 

Alaar {Henry I, typo XI). E. AV. Raahleigh sale, 1903. lot <25 (Alwinctl. 

Ahcold (Stephen, typo I). ., „ lot 51 L probably AVlnchester. 

Alhibohl (William II, type V). Sotbcby, June 16, 1335. lot 4i. and B. Montagu sale. 1SD6, lot 262, 
Brant (Henry I, typo VII). N'um. Chron., 1901, p. 295 = P. AV, P. Carlyon Britton coll (mint un- 
certain, perhaps Chichester). 

Brill trie (William 1, typo V 111). C. AV srno sale, 1883, lot 170. Perhaps Bribtwi 1 
„ (AA'llllam II, type ID). Nnm. Chron., 1301, p. 20. 

Bran te (AVIUmm I, type VJ. „ „ „ 

Cudberfit (Stephen, type IV E. Bums tale, I860, lot 50. Probably ItodberL 
Eadvard (AVilliam I. typo I). Nam, Chron., 1910. p. <5. Probably Canterbury. 

Edmund (Henry I, type XII). VascL Dillon sale, 1892, lot 5 = 1* A. Iewwnce sale, 1903. lot 106 = 
P. W. P. Carlyon-Britton cot! (Leweal) 

OUeberd (Henry I, type XV). E. AV. Rashleigh sale, 1909, lot <39 = Nnm. Chron . 1850, p. 116, and 
190L P 298. Probably Bury 8t Edmunds. 

Godes&rand (WiUiflmX, type VIUI. II. Webb sale, 1S91, tot 16. 

Oodlnc (AA'nliam I, type IV). Nnm. Chron., 1904, p 209 Perhaps Godrie! 

Oodicine (William 1. typol). „ ,, p.270: 

M (Henry I, type I). Nnm. Chron, I90l,p 300, from Withy and ItyalL Probably Winchester 

(ct Catalogue, PL XXXVIII. Ill), 

(Henry I, type XV) E. W. Rashleigh sale, ISO), )ot 435 = A. H. Bald wine coH (Godrie I) 
Oodxnne Gu „ „ Num. Chron.. 1901, p. 300 = T. Bliss coll, (mint uncertain ; see above, 

p. eilv, note 2). 
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Itlcf), I<lm (William I, typo II), Xnm. CIrc . 1002, p. 5017. nml Xnm. Chron., l'ni.p.STDfapt'l. 
p. 120 «* Catalogue. p. 21. no*. IIKMH. 

Man (Stephen, type 1 and tj pc II or YU I). J. ITall rale. 1*15. lots 60 and 61 (lot 50 ® Col. Thurnnt 
rale. 1817. lot 200). 

Leo/rir OVlBhm I, type in). Archacolofjia, rnL lr, p. I'/l 

Lro/irotd (William 1. type I Y). J. Podrunn rale, 1913. lot 277 (Winchester). 

Jspnttrohl (William II. typo 1). II. Webb ralcv 1S3I. lot 13 •» T. Blls3 eoIL (Canterbury, Brihttu.lJL 
Life (William I, typo III). Brit. Xnm. Journ., rol. rill, p 73. 

Ltfinae IWllUrtm 11, tj-po 11} If. Slontagti rale. IW, lot Rl = liollln aw 1 Tco-inlcnt eoll. (Elirlne, 
fame ot» erve die iu Catalogue, p. 22. no. 110). 

Omar (William I, typo VI). Xnm. Chron.. 1991. p. 27tl I’ocslbly William II, type IV 1 . 

Jlatculf (Ilenry I. typo XII). Xum. Chron . 13)1, p. 3Xi => I’. W. P. Carlyon-Hrttton roll. (Win- 
chester, E-axculO. 

rotieril (Ilenry I, typo XV). „ ., p.307. Perhaps Canterbury I 

Snofr (Henry I, typoXH). Sotheby. Pec.9. 1 Q 91. lot 351. I'robnbly = Catalogue. n. XLII. lSI-^gnr) 
•SVfr . - r (William II. typo IV). K. W. ItAshlctgh rale, 190. lot DS= P. W. P. Cnrtyon Britton 
coll. (Hastings). 

Stcirlir (Henry I, type X). Xnm. Chron., 1873. p. 17-i Probably Pperllg 

Tirrrci (Sttphcn. typo VIII. Xum. Chroiu. Unit p.3V5 = Catalogue, p. 372. no. St) (GelTrcl). 

HVfeiR. HV/rlmua (Henry I. typo XV). D. F. Kennanl rale. 1832. lot 121, and F_ W. Bashlctgh 
rale, ITO, lot «); Xum. Chron.. 1901. p. 312. JTobablj Canterbury. 

IVinfrrd, tl'inml (William II. type III. W. Allen sale. 1W lot 321. (J -Xum. CIrc.. 1902. p. SfO) 
-Catalogue, p. 232. no. 101 (Lcwc*). 
l\~vlfm*r (Henry I. type XV), Potheby, July D. 1915. lot 53. 

Wuifrtc (William II, typo II). Xnm. Chron.. 1877. p. 311 = Catalogue, p 2D. no. 150 (Sudbury). 
If'i^iVf (William II. typo III). Brit. Xum. Journ., rot rill. p. 51. 

ir«//tnnr (William II. typo II). Xum. Chron.. 1877. p. 31 1 1* Catalogue, p. 251. no. 131 (Mai Ion). 

„ (William II, tj-po IV), Xnm. CIrc., 13d. p. 3119 = Ilobertr its- Catalogue reading of 
IL 31. Catalogue, p. 237. no. 2P5 (Wnlclnt 

„ (Henry I, mule IV x V), Xnm. Chron., 1901,p.3tl =ShcrtlT3Iacl.enslecoTl.(conSemporary 
forgery of typo Vt 

., (Henry I. type XI). J, I). Cuff rale, 1S51, lot 727 - Hon. It. Mar-ham sale. 1H lot 252 ■» 
S. Ito-tron rale. ISffi lot 33 -IT. 3Inntagu rale. l e '»t, k>l 2l> - J. G. 31 unloch rale, pot, lot 219 
= H. 31. ItcynoM* eoIL ( MfndncT). 

tr«f|W<f (William ll. type III). X It Btelxardson rale. in; lot C* = 17. Clark rale. pSR, lot Cl. 
Probably Wulferord. 

ir«[Immt (William I, type IV|_ Brit. Xnm. Journ.. rot rtlt p. 71 

„ (Hlttbm type If). .. .. p. 73 =* Catalogue, p. 23' ? . no. tit 

(Stamford I) 

ir«hf (Henry I. typo H). Potheby. Joly 1 1. l'tO. lot lit. ProKrbly Canterbury. 

irwan’e (W illtatn II, type lit Xnm. Chron.. 1577, p. 311 » Catalogue, p. 222. no. I°7 (Brucine), 
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Outhonvi CWitliarn I, type IV) II 0. Ollngun a>ato. 19OT 



Srteortl (William II, type III). Various sale catalogue*, Sc. 


IV I V | VI I VII 


Seward (William II, typo III). lion. K. Star-ham wile, 1S89, lot 213 «= 



StefM, Stief hi, Stephan (William I, type U) M. H. Bobsit sale, ISM, lot 5. Pcotw&ly Swvrine 
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j STEPHEN 
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XX 
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XV 
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MALDON 

^Elfwine 
jEtfard (Al£w«t!l 
Ufesnn 

(Liofcuunu, &C.) 
W ulfwine 


lot 109. Probably York (IVPE ; ct Catalogue, p. S3, no. 2W). 



Probably fake, cf. Urlt. Kum. Joorn., > ol. Ul. p. 2S3, nos. 35, 38. 
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JEtfric (William II, typo VJ Hon R. Marsbam sale. 1888. lot 212 = H. Montagu sate, 1806, lot 250 = 
Catalogue, p 262. no. 263 (Guildford) 
xEtfwinz. (William tl, type Illl Rev. It. Christmas sale, 1SGI. lot 221. 

.tWeno (Henry I, typo VII(. Sow Cbron . 1601, p 331 = Catalogue, p 230, do. 43 (Nottingham) 
Bnail (William n, typo VJ Sotheby. Jan 12. 1818. lot 35. and Juno 4. 1833, lot 31 ; J. Hall sale. 
1819. lot IS. 

Cot, Col (Henry I, type XV> W. Boyne sale. 1S9G. lot US3. Xum. Cbron , 1901. p. 331. Probably 
York (cf. Catalogue, p. 333, nos. 301. 302). 

Eadvrard (William I, type YI) J J. Xunn sale, 1306, lot 206. 
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Eadteennl (William I, typo VIII). Brit. Nam. Joam_ \ ol. lx, p. I3i Mi-reading of Num. Cbron.. 
1001 , p.271 =pre<c<ling. 

FixliM (Henry 1. 1) pc II). 1L Darden sate. 1S02. lot 33 = L. A. Lawrence sale, 1M3, lot « = I’.'' . I’. 
Carljon-llrltton colL (mint uncertain). 

(hberit (Henry I. typo VII). Num. Chrxm , 190t, p. 33i » 1’. W. P. Corlyon Britton eoO. (reading 
uncertain). 

Toe (Henry 1. type XY) Nnm. Chron , KOI, p. 33J = F. A. Walters wile, 1913. lot 63 » Catalogue, 
p. SO. no. 301 (York). 

Vlfri (William II. type XII). Xutn. Chroo.. 19M. p. JT2. Probably -VIM. 

II V Aetna r (Henry I, type VII). Xutu. Cbron., 19)1, p. 330. 
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,Uaru; (Henry l, typo Xltl). Num. ChfOn„ 1501, p. 330 = Catalogue. p. EC. no. tt) tllnUlenel) 
Cetelirnm < William I, type IV». Uor. Neville Roifc gale. ISS2, lot IS. 

Elfti (Will lam I, type Nam. Chron , 1S«C, p 121. 

Godbmnd (William I. typo VII J ■ H\ Shaw Kale. I sell. lot S3 2. Pcrlifltw* Shaftesbury t 
IJatdm „ „ J Topiis salo. ISO. Jot 37 1 ’crimps William II. type IV 1 

Lifmne (WlUtanx XI, typo till. Sotheby, April id, 1371. lot 10 



JE'jlnath (William II, typo ID). Brit. Nam. Joum , voL r, p 11 = Catalogue, p. 105, no. 2(0 i ' 
(Vonvieh. money cr uncertain) 

Srihtric ( William II, type II). W. AUen sale. 1S93, lot 327 = Catalogue, p. 233, no 123 (Brlhtrred). 
Brunslan (William I, type VI). -VuJtt. Cbron., 1901. p. 273. 

(William IL typo I). Num. Circ., 1902. p, SG32. probably misreading of preceding. 

Eelfwim (William II, typo ZIK Brit. Nam. Journ . voL x, p. (0 -= p. W. P. Carlycm-Brittan eolL 
(TKgelwlnoT). 

» GadaU OYlBiim I. typo V). .Vum. Circ., 1902. p. 5852 = Roberts SIS. Catalogue reading of B. >1. 
Catalogue, p. 67, no, 360 (Norwich, Godtuel). 
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Ha He no 
(Aldcnc,&.c.) 
Xlinna 
iMaua, &C.1 
Sworn (Svcuil 
\\ ulfric 
Uncertain 


Jictctprim (William I, typo IV). J, H. Henderson sale, 1SSS, lot X ; J. Toplis Bale, 1S30, lot 31 
Jiicard (Stephen, type If. Xam. Chron., 2SS3, p. IfJ. 

(Tut/ric (William 1, type YIII>. Sotheby, June 15, 1913, lot 5i Perhaps Sudbury I 

(Henry J, type IY). -Vim. Chron., 1991, p. 330 = Catalogue, p. 275, no. 32 (Sfirevrrbun }. 
KWmn« (William II, typo IV). IL Clark sale, 1KB. lot 50 = T, Bliss coll. (Haldin). 

IFnl/wenl „ „ See Sandwich. Catalogue, p. 238, t>o. 
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Atchttie (Henry I, type 3311). Xnm.Chron., 18C9,p.So7=CataIogue,p. 298, no 100 tThetfort) 
Uric (Stephen, type VTO „ „ p. 371, do. 211 (ThctfOttl). 

Dunic (William I. typo Till). „ „ p. 351, and 1SS0, p, 220. Probably Hasting®. 

FMlgxrd (William II, type III. Sum. Cbroo , 1877, p. 315. 

Godnc (\\ illiam II, type V) J. E. Moon rale, 1901, lot 12 = H. W. llome»on colL (Stafford). 

.. (Henry 1. type HI) Nnm. Chron., 1901, p 370 = P W. p CarJyon Bntton coll. (Thctfordl). 
HW (William n. type III) Non. Circ . 1902. p 5657 = Catalogue, p. 253, no. 221 (Stcyniog). 
fUofwine (William I, type II) Nom. Cbroo., 1901, p. 278. 
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JElfru: (William II. type IV). E. H. Evans *ale, 1KU. lot 2S. 
jElvord (W illlam n, type III). W. Allen sale, 1838, lot SCO. 

AW wine (William I. type VIII). Xum. Chron.. 1901. p. 576. 

A I gar (William II, type II). Xum. Chron , 1901. p. 277. 

Ooilrie (Henry I. type XIV). Xum- Chron., 1901, p. 299. 

God wine (William II, type I). Archd. Pownall sale. 1887, lot 69 
i, (William II, type II). Xum. Chron . 1901, p. 277. 

Grot (William II. type IV). II. Clark sale, 1838, lot 57. Probably Sprot. 
leofwine (William I, type VII). Xum. Chron., 1901, p. 777. 

Sarins. (William II, type III. ,, .. „ 

Smart! (Stephen, type I). C. E. Simpson sale, 1903, lot i> = Stamford. 
Sprot (William II, type II). Xum. Chron., 1901, p. 277. 
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jrul/nod (William n. type I). Xum. Chron.. 1890, p. 72 = William I, type II (21 1 misprint for 23J). 
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Lioftcortl (William I, type III). Itcv. H. Christmas sale. lSCt, lot 215. Perhaps Liofwinel 
Jlarcnsart (Stephen, type I). Xum. Chron., 1851, p. 183, nod 1«G9, p. 357. Sco Shrewsbury. 
Sudward „ „ E. W. Rashleigh sale, 1909. lot 5Cfi=B. Roth colL (SI ward ; from same 

dies ns other coins). 

TTivrbe n (Williatn I, typo VIII). Xnm. Chron , 1889, p. 35S = Stcynlng. 

A halfpenny of this mint in U. Montagu sale. ISC. lot 327, described as Stephen, type II, Is of 
type I =■ Catalogue, p. 350, no. ICO. 
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Oodric (Henry I, type III}. JL Montagu sale. IS96, lot 278 = P. W. P. Carlyon-Brittoa colL (mint 
uncertain). 

Osbcm (William I, type YlH). Nuiu. Chron., 19M. p. 2J8. 



See also Southwark. 

Cdvnne (William I, typo VI). F. W. Longbottom sale, 1802, lot 8. Probably Shaftesbury. 
Hathbrand (William II, type Y). Seo Shrewsbury. 



llrichmxr (Henry I, type XIV) Xtua. Chron.. 1901, p. 120. Probably = P. W. P. Carlyon Britton 
eolL (Hermer). 

Erun (William 1, type II). Xum. Chron., 1S1G, p. 121 = Catalogue, p. 27, no. 1U (Brunlnc). 



t sale, 1SSC, lot 251 = Catalogue, p. 210, no. 150 (Wallingford). 
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AVici (Wllllnm 1. tjrpo ID. C. E. Simp«on sale, l*«tl, lot l. Perhaps Oxford I 
i'ltfftlnim (Henry I. type XII). Xum. Chron., 19)1. p. I.U *> Catalogue, Appendix, p. WT, no. S3 a 
(W'lntliKffl. 

>Wfni (William I. type IV) Xum Cliron . 1901. p. Kl Perhaps WlBuu* I. type VI I 
fllyvtt (William 11. type III C. McEwcn sale. POI. lot 101 lYobnhty Huntingdon, Siwat. 
floiiml (William I [, type I) Xum. Chron.. I'OI. p. J>). 

Oothnne (Henry I. type 11). Xum. Chron.. p. (.3 = Catalogue, Appendix, p. »■«. ro. 21 a 
(\ 3 In cluster). 

Unlvn (Stephen, typo ID. Solheby, Jan. 23. IW. lot 127. »n.l II Hum* sale, 1TO. lot to. 

J.ifnoth (Henry I. typo HD. Xum. Chron.. t9U. p (21 ** I*. W. 1*. Carlyon-Urittr.il co!L (Chester). 
.Wroff (William II. type J). It. Montagu sale. ISC. lot KJ ** H. Doth felt (Xcfgelj 
SvlrtiHC (William I, type VII). Nuiu. Chron.. 1**M. p. 2*t 


IV 

V , 

1 v « i 

VII | 

till) IX 

X 

X.] 

xn 

,xut; 

1 XIV 

XV 

1 1 

II 

(III-V1 ATI 






.. i .. 

.. 









TOTNES 

I runic 







II 








! TWYN. 
HAH,« 
CHHIST- 
CHURCH 


q 2 


r . 





Derlmc* 

(Dertig) 

GodwJne* 



> Tn» r. PERH.TV; iv, I’ERHI; VI, PERPEI PERHE: 
VII. PERH : vni, PEREI, PEP.E, PER, PRE » 

PERM mi ; Jf'Uliam I, tppc V, PERHEI, PERm via PERHH 
J iwv. PARRA; VI. PARA, viv, PARKA * mw 

PER; vi. PERH; vui. PERE, PERI s irs/umi; PERH5, 
PERE; trail amir, PERH « PERH/M, PERH-TV, 


i_ ii III iv I v I VI HI mi i ii HI I IV I v i n 


GoWmc 1 ! 
Itfne* 
<£r/ne.«frt \ 


1-5 For notes see pp. cciKi, ccxlrii. 


MONETEBS, AKD TYPES 


ccxlv 



IJ'u{/teui8 (William I, typo VII). Rev. 1L Christmas sale, 1SCI, lot 207. 
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See also Warwick. 

Oofiicine (William I, typo VII). Brit. Xum. Journ.. vol. v, p. 112. 

(William IJ, typo® III and V). Xum. CbroD., 1001. p. 2SL 
Leo/icold (William I. typo IV). Col. Dun-ant sale, 1SI7. lot 135. Probably Winchester. 

-Li/ieine (William I, typo III). Brit. Kum. Journ , soL v. p. HE 
Otmrr (Henry I. type 111) C. W«rno sale, IS83, lot 1ST. 

Seoif-man (William I, typo IV) L. A. Lawrence sale. 1903, lot 52 = p. W. P. Carlyon Britton Bate, 
1913. lot 702 (a double struck coin, posdbly Sideman 1). 
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JEoelmnc (William I, type Till). C. Simpson sale, 1903, lot 2. Perhaps Wallingford 1 

JElfgxrA (William I. type VIII). Num. Chron., 1877, p. 316, and J. D. Caff bate, 1851, tot 709 i 
probably Worcester. 

„ (William II, typeTI) Vqol Chron , 1877, p. 316 = Catalogue, p 212, nos. 170,171 (Worcester). 

JElf trine (William II, type 111). W. Alien sale, 18)8. lot 351. 

Aiaiitf (Henry I, type VII) Num. Chron , 1901, p. 165. 

Brihtmxr (William I, typo I). Col. Tobin Bush sale, 1002. lot 7. Probably Wallingford. 

Colbem (William II, typo H). H. Montagu sale, 1396. lot 2 j 6 = B. Roth coil. (Wallingford). 

C olbrac „ „ „ Num. Chron.. 1877, p. 2J8 . probably Biistol. Colblac, 

Bdrie (William IL type I). „ „ „ „ = Catalogue, p. 219, no. 29 (London). 

Edtcinc (William I. type I]. Xum. Chron,, 1901, p. 2S3. 

„ (William II, typo TV) Xnm. Chron., 19M, p. 283 = Roberts MS. Catalogue reading of 
B. M, Catalogue, p. 259, no. 25i (God wine). 

Godard (William 1, type V). Xum. Chron., 1301, p 2S3 ; presumably a mistake for William II, 
type III, see below; 

(William II, type III). Various sale catalogues. Sec. False, cf. Brit. Xum. Journ,, to). Ill, 
P 2S3. no. 37. 

Godncus (Henry I, type XIV). J. G. Murdoch sale, 1903, lot 232 ; probably London. 

Oodwine (Henry I, typo III). Num. Chron., 19QL p. 1ST = Catalogue, Appendix;, p. 100, no 80 a 
(W allingford). 
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-IfrVWIUUra I, ljjw» lU N’onu Cbron.. vm. j\ 

ilium 1. typo fVj. Sum. Climn.. I'M. p. Sft 

/.ViAUo/A, //nirrr.f tilery 1, <n- U ffcilhfbr. Ajril !<•>. t^l. lot li and T. \V. V. Itobln»or> laic, 
l*Sl. l«l 13. I'rob^Uj - H. 51. rplnfc rolL [k*n. IlrthUnr). 

Jlnmrffi (Henry 1. ljt»- lit). >om. Oirtm-. U«t. p.**a - 1* WJ‘. Culjon Motion ««U. fT>.rtJopJ. 
Jturlmtl 

G«.(rtir{ fU Itttam Jl. tjj* Mil. Nam, Ctrrm.. VIA, p. - V.obrrt* MS. ^aU'.ustt rraMr-S 
tta’wMy of It. SI. tatalDKW, p. SA na. ZS m.ttfoH. GwlricJ. 
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Oodiclne (William II, type ID- N'nm. Chron., 1S77. p. SIC = Catalogue, p. 211. no. 160 (Winchester). 
Leafurtnc „ „ „ Arebd. Pownall gale, 1SS7, lot 65. 



GO'Uciiu (William I. type II). J. P. Caff rale, 1SSI, lot CO; probably = J. It Ilcrjnc ule, 1*73, 
lot 231 (Stafford) 

I/tofxrinc (William I. typo III). Atch-icoIogU, vob Iv, p. 2*1 

I.ifictii* (WUUam II. type II) Nutn. Chron., 1*77. p. 3M. probably Porer. J. I*. Cuff rale. 1*51, 
Jot 7S » Catalogue, p. 220, no, Rrt (Dot cr). W. C. IlsiUlt wle, mi, lot 10 IS = Tt. C. LocVctt 
roll. (Dot cr). 

OaCAbrom (WilUatn I, type lb Xum. Chrtm., I'M. p. 2*i- 

Sibrrn feiephcn. typo I). Num. Chron., tS5\ p. 161 ; probably Hereford. 
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NORMAN KINGS. PLATE XIII. 
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NORMAN KINGS. PLATE XXX. 



WILLIAM II TYPC »; MULE 














NORMAN KINGS. PLATE XXXVI. 



WILLIAM II. TYPE IV; MULE IV x V. 






























NORMAN KINGS. PLATE L. 
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